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7. ANNOUNCEMENT AND COMMENT. 
< Experiment Fund and Congress Expenses. 
ay Of late years the A. S. P. R. has enlarged its quarters for the 
a, | reception of its constantly growing archives, increased its office 
sf staff and otherwise developed its work, but the endowment is 
of * still insufficient to furnish funds for experimentation, so that an 
3 appeal must again go forth. Part of our results are derived from 
Bs 4 reported cases, carefully analyzed, but without active experimen- 
mn tation the work will be half done. 
Ps It is desired hereafter to print in the Journal the names of 
‘i contributors to the Experiment Fund because of the stimulating 
ee . . er" 
3 effect of example, and we hope that in no case will the privilege 
Ss be witheld, though of course any protest will be respected. 


The least that will decently suffice for the next year is $1200, 
and $1400 would be nearer the proper mark. We think we know 
whence $700 of this will come, and can guess the source of 
$200 more. 

Another matter which it is well that our friends should know 
is that the Second International Congress on Psychical Research 
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is to be held at Warsaw in August of this year, and additional 
funds are necessary on that account if the most is to be made of 
the opportunity. 

There were three resolutions passed by the First Congress 
at Copenhagen in 1921. One of these had to do with the forma- 
tion of national committees, and one formally set forth the 
standing of Psychical Research among the sciences. The third 
provided for conferences by correspondence looking to the stand- 
ardization of the technical terms of Psychical Research to be 
used the world over, and for a report to the next Congress, and 
this was a contribution of the representative of the A. S. P. R. 
It met with unanimous and hearty approval, and the Principal 
Research Officer, having taken charge of the undertaking, is now 
corresponding with fifteen countries, representing ten or more 
languages. It is not expected that the plan can be completed at 
the next Congress but it seems probable that it may be highly 
advanced. Its importance is set forth in the Journal for Decem- 
ber, 1921. 

But, to this end, it is requisite that the propounder of the 
resolution should present his report in person, and urge the adop- 
tion of measures to facilitate international cooperation. Besides, 
certain valuable records of experiments here necessitate a com- 
plementary and personal investigation of several weeks abroad 
before they can be published. 

The trip will probably require $700. Of this sum $300 is 
provided for, leaving $400 to be collected. 

Will all those who have the work of the Society at heart suf- 
ficiently to put a shoulder to the wheel make early responses, and 
state to which of the two purposes they wish their contributions 
to apply? 

Report of the First International Congress on Psychical Research. 

It has been a long while coming, but at last is here. It con- 
tains 554 pages and many illustrations and diagrams in connec- 
tion with experiments reported. The addresses summarize ob- 
servations covering a wide range of phenomena, both mental and 
physical. Several languages are employed, but by far the greater 
part of the book is in English, French and German. Several 


copies are on hand for the first applicants, and others can be 
ordered. Price $3.25. 





Announcement and Comment. 115 


A Statement by Dr. Comstock. 


Dr. Daniel F. Comstock, formerly professor at the Massa- 
chusetts Institute of Technology, some little time ago sent a tele- 
gram to a meeting of Boston persons interested in psychical re- 
search which we are permitted to print. 


In answer to request for a brief statement of my views on psy- 
chical research I will mention five points which seem to me important. 

First :—Throughout the history of science there have always been 
groups of half-believed-in, apparently lawless phenomena which ap- 
peared much the same to the people of the day as Psychic phenomena 
now appear to us. We should conclude therefore that Psychic 
science is simply the baby science of today, as electricity was the 
baby science of yesterday. This conclusion is important as it gives 
poise to our attitude. 

Second:—In my opinion most of the so called phenomena of 
Psychic research probably do occur, and some of them certainly do 
occur at least occasionally ; for instance objects can be moved without 
contact. 

Third :—While the bare existence of the phenomena appears to 
me proved, there has been practically no progress as yet toward an 
explanation of them, and only small progress in obtaining the kind 
of intimate knowledge of them which, if we are to judge from other 
fields of science, will ultimately lead to their explanation. 

Four:—The history of science makes it highly probable that 
such explanation is only a question of time. 

Five :—Because Psychic phenomena appear to be so closely con- 
nected with the human mind, an understanding of them will proba- 
bly be of enormous importance to mankind, and may, as many be- 
lieve, open up undreamed of vistas. 

In my opinion it is a very great privilege to help in any way in 
the opening up of this virgin field of nature. 

Danie F. Comstock. 


Some Corrections and Some Reiterations. 


An esteemed correspondent has called our attention to certain 
statements in the review of Cornillier’s Survival of the Soul, 
printed in the January Journal, which passed without the editor’s 
sufficient inspection, owing to the fact that he was ill at the time 
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that copy had to go to the printers. Reviews are not expected to 
reflect the personal opinions of the editor, and the standing notice, 
“The responsibility for statements, whether of fact or opinion, 
printed in the Journal, rests entirely with the writers thereof,” 
applies to them as well as to other contents. Pains are taken to 
put the books into the hands of persons scientifically and other- 
wise qualified, and the author of the review in question has done 
a number of pieces of calm and sound criticism, appreciative and 
otherwise. We regret that in this case his disgust, roused by the 
unscientific construction of the book and its lack of visible cre- 
dentials, led him to make certain statements directed against the 
author and the publishers which, in our judgment, the facts 
which are visible or the circumstance that some of them are not 
visible in the book, do not warrant. 

M. Cornillier, it appears, is the author of three previous 
works, written, as The Survival of the Soul originally was, in 
French. These are entitled Les Conditions de la Vie post Mortem, 
La Reincarnation, and L’ Hypothése de la Subconscience et la Loi 
Physiologique. The American rights were secured of a very re- 
spectable English firm, And, it seems to us, the reporting of 
many unfulfilled predictions, the recital of an utter failure to give 
the decisive proofs asked for, etc., sufficiently vindicate the book 
against the charge of being pure fiction. 

The scientific man often wonders at the acceptance and large 
sale of books of no or little value from his standpoint, while 
books of enduring value on the same subject go begging for pub- 
lishers. Dr. Hyslop gave vent to his disgust and indignation, 
similarly aroused, in terms which in general make those of Dr. 
Johnson seem tame in comparison, even if the former. was more 
guarded in the use of particular expressions (Journal for Janu- 
ary, 1919, pp. 3-9). But publishers may well maintain that they, 
like other dealers in supplies, keep the goods which the public 
wants. Moreover, in the case of The Survival of the Soul, its 
publishers can honestly point to respectable, if not ultra-scientific 
people who are convinced that it is a book of superior value. 

Specifically we think that any imputation that E. P. Dutton 
and Co. issued a book which was a “ fake,’ knowing it was a 
fake, or employed it as the means of getting money from the pub- 
lic under false pretense, is without foundation in strict fact, and 
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we state this as a matter of fairness and justice, and with em- 
phasis. 

At the same time, it appears to be the fact that no effort is 
made in the book, on the title page, by way of preface, or other- 
wise, to let reader or critic know about the author and history of 
the book. Everything in it rests upon what the author himself 
says, and he is to most of the American public unknown. That 
would not matter, however, if he himself took pains to support 
his statements by confirmatory data including corroborations of 
the other witnesses. Does he? 

He does nothing of the sort. And here we come to the reason 
of the reviewer's disgust, so deep that it made him strike out too 
indiscriminatingly. According to the author’s frequent state- 
ments, it was possible for him to bring to support of his marvels, 
documents, the testimony of witnesses, etc. No such confirma- 
tory documents appear, no first-hand statement in the book be- 
sides his own. At the end of the volume he meets the possible 
charge that he is the subject of delusions, by saying that then his 
wife and five or six other persons who attended the sittings would 
be deluded also. And yet, so far as the evidence which he gives 
goes, they might be parts of his delusion. It is stated that the 
medium, Reine, took astral journeys here and there and correctly 
described interiors of houses unknown to her. But there is neither 
any complete report of what she said and the corresponding facts, 
so that we can estimate the net result for ourselves, nor is there 
a word of testimony other than his own, to the effect that A., Z., 
or somebody else unnamed and unknown said it was all correct. 
Had just six of the séances, claimed to be evidential, been re- 
ported in full, with the accompanying confirmations, they would 
have been worth more than the one hundred and seven reported 
as they are, without any attempt at confirmation. 

We are left utterly in the dark to what extent the “ mes- 
sages,’ embodying extraordinary and unverifiable information, 
were suggested by the theories of the experimenter, who appears 
to be an enthusiastic occultist, and his manner of questioning. 
The indications of inexactitude are all through the pages, and 
they are of various species, one specimen being the statement 
that “ gracia appears not to be Spanish,” when it is a very com- 
mon Spanish word. 
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Not until the 63rd séance was there an attempt to give veri- 
fiable information from a spirit about his earth life. Nicolo, a 
composer of distinction, was named, and the information given 
was precisely such details as can be found in a brief biographical 
sketch, Asked for the name of the place where he died and for 
the titles of some of his works, he replied “ that he did not know 
the first, and that the second no longer have any interest for him.” 
And this M. Cornillier says was “a convincing proof for us,” 
though he acknowledges that it would not have value to one who 
did not repose absolute faith in Reine (both her conscious and 
her subconscious). In fact, he felt this so keenly that at the 74th 
séance he discussed with the “ guide,” Vettellini, the intended 
book, and stated that there were still lacking “a few precise and 
indisputable facts to prove the spirit-origin of our communica- 
tions,” that “ sceptics will not hesitate to accuse her [Reine] of 
having merely opened a dictionary to find the information ” 
about Nicolo, and that “if Vettellini means that the book shall 
have a veritable import, and be considered other than a curious 
romance, he must give us some absolutely conclusive facts.” 
These are the author’s own opinions, and we are in entire accord 
with them. Let us see what approach to the “ absolutely con- 
clusive facts’ was thereafter afforded. 

At the 90th séance another composer, Méhul, appears and 
gives the date and place of his birth, the date of his death and 
some other biographical details, including the titles of some of his 
works, which apparently have not lost their interest for him, as 
in the case of Nicolo, who had not been forewarned that such 
material would also interest M. Cornillier. Asked what modern 
composer he admires he names Beethoven (who died just 10 years 
later than he did). Asked who his master was the medium says 
“Cret... Crent... Gret..., and a sitter kindly suggests 
“ Kreutzer,” which name is accepted with emphasis. But 
Kreutzer was not the master of Méhul. Asked for his opinion 
of Gliick, who was, the answer, which has a circumspect sound, 
is “ He had great qualities but I have reservations.” The name 
aroused no particular associations, although dates and titles of 
compositions were so well remembered. We are assured that the 
names of his operas were “ Greek” to the medium, who is im- 
mediately afterward shown to be an opera-goer. A few details 
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about Méhul are given with which the sitters are unacquainted 
and which they mean to look up. “ The Guide thinks I ought 
to be pleased, for Méhul has certainly given all the information I 
could have hoped for” [!] 

At the next sitting, a week later, Méhul corrects his error of 
saying that Kreutzer was his master, and is now prepared to state 
that it was Glick. The Guide is reminded that “ what we need is 
something unknown to the biographers, but which, nevertheless, 
may be verified by us.”” Méhul remarks that he was very fond 
of the ballet and that the dancers of his time were superior to 
those of today. Asked to name one he is silent, but greets the 
question if he knew Vestris with ardor; “ It is precisely he whom 
I most admired,” he responded. Then he gets mixed, saying 
that some of his friends died in 1870, but explains when taken to 
task that these had been reincarnated in the meantime. 

M. Cornillier admits that for most of the statements he “ had 
only to open a dictionary and glance through a biography to see 
that all was absolutely correct,” that is, after his own hints had 
helped to straighten them out. One or two facts required a lit- 
tle more research, but all the verified ones were found in print, so 
that the conditions which the investigator himself laid down 
were still unmet. He makes the mystical remark that “ the tm- 
portance of the effort [our italics], and the time involved in the 
research, has for the moment arrested me,” in the effort to verify 
by reference to Méhul’s correspondence, etc., statements about 
which the biographers are silent. 

At the 102nd séance another and apparently the last attempt 
was made to furnish the kind of evidence demanded. A number 
of details concerning the life of a woman spirit were given, her 
name, her age at death, the street on which she lived, the number 
of the house, the floor number, her death by operation in a certain 
hospital, the name of her son, her separation from her husband, 
her connection with a certain priest, etc. Madame Cornillier was 
able to verify all the details, but there is not a sentence, not a 
single word, to show it impossible that Reine, as well as others, 
was acquainted with the facts. Yet the author, with the emphasis 
of italics, says that of the spirit’s statements “ All absolutely all, 
are correct in every detail.’’. 


There is but one conclusion possible, one consistent with the 
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language of both the author of the book and the author of the 
review: that, so far as proofs are concerned, it is quite pos- 
sible to regard the narrative as “a curious romance.” We do 
not personally consi ier that it is a romance, for in that case it 
would hardly have faded out into an anticlimax. It is therefore 
not a fake, in the se ise that the writer was telling what he knew 
to be false. We have also evidence in hand that the publishers 
consider that the book possesses some sort of value to certain 
readers, and any intimations to the contrary, so far as the 
Journal is concerned, are cheerfully disavowed. But that M. 
Cornillier, by his neglect of elementary precautions in the manner 
of making his records and constructing his narrative, has deprived 
his book of whatever value it might have had to scientific students 
of clairvoyance, psychometry, and mediumistic work in general, 
seems beyond question. 


Contributors. 


Daniel F. Comstock, Px.D. studied at the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology, then at the University of Berlin, then at 
the University of Zurich, then at the University of Basel, taking 
his degree of Doctor of Philosophy at the latter institution, and 
finally at Cambridge University, under Prof. J. J. Thompson. 
He taught at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology from 
1904 to 1917 ; directed scientific work in the development of means 
for detection of hostile submarines, during the war; and has 
since been engaged in various enterprises of a scientific character. 
He is a contributor of articles on electricity and optics to Ameri- 
can and English technical journals, and is the originator and 
one of the inventors of the technicolor system of motion pictures 
in natural color. 


IrvING HAMLIN is a man of business who has for twenty 
years been an officer of administration of one of the professional! 
schools of the Northwestern University at Evanston, Illinois. 
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A QUESTIONNAIRE BASED UPON}, A MATERIALI- 
ZATION SEANCE, WITH AN INTRODUCTORY 
DESCRIPTION OF THE SEANCE. 


7 


By Irvinc HAMLIN. 


Eprror1aL Note.—The questionnaire drawn up by Messrs. 
Hamlin and Frost, together with the replies, constitute an un- 
usual and important document, worthy of all the space which it 
fills. It should be studied in two ways, (1) according to the 
groups of answers following the successive inquiries, and (2) ac- 
cording to the several individual sets of replies, in the light of 
the hints disclosed as to the probable tendencies and psychological 
types of the persons who, severally, wrote them. 


It was desirable that the introductory account should be writ- 
ten by a person favorably impressed and of some experience, in 
order that there should be assurance that the particular séance was 
a fair representation of its kind, and that the conditions, however 
defective, were at least as guarded as is customary. On the back- 
yround of this, readers may gauge the evidential limitations of 
caution about accepting statements by him and others, especially 
members of the “ clothing committee.” 


The document is valuable, not only as a collective study of 
phenomena of a certain type produced by a professional medium 
of reputation, but also, and particularly, as a study of the widely 
differing reactions produced in the minds of the sitters by pre- 
cisely the same phenomena. In view of these, the necessity of 
caution, in cases of this kind, in the matter of reliance upon 
opinions of spectators, unless they are special experts experienced 
in the investigation of such phenomena, and are able to guar- 
antee adequate control, is manifest. 

The value of the document does not depend upon the identity 
of the medium and since it is stated that she will appear before 
a scientific investigating commission, her name is for the present 
withheld; and, since in that case the Editor will be one of the 
judges, he abstains from any analysis or discussion of the details. 


PeOE ne Ee ee 


eines FIO TN ER BS fla OF AT 


i 
f, 
{i 
i 
' 





122 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


I had previously attended two materialization séances given 
by Mrs. Z. in a public hall, and a friend, Mr. Philip P. Frost, a 
professional writer, had attended one of them. 


Mr. Z. announced that private séances were to be had “ at 
your own homes, with your own cabinet, with your own lady 
friends as the committee to examine and dress Mrs. Z. This 
“ sounded good” to us—Mr. Frost and myself—and we engaged 
the Z.’s for a private séance in Evanston, a suburb of Chicago 
on the north shore, for the evening of Saturday, April 24th, 1920. 

The home of a well known lady physician was offered for the 
occasion. It was a second floor seven room apartment on a 
prominent street, wherein the living room with its alcove measur- 
ing eight and one-half by eleven feet, with an opening for cur- 
tains measuring five and one half feet wide, seemed most excel- 
lent, and likewise proved so, for the purpose. Mr. Frost and I my- 
self on the afternoon of the 24th completely stripped the alcove 
of its furniture, rugs, book cases and wall decorations. A French 
window opening on the second floor of a porch was completely 
sealed from access and light by means of a thick woolen 
blanket doubled and fastened to the casing all around by several 
dozen large tacks. No other means of getting into the alcove ex- 
cept through the living room before mentioned existed, and on 
the alcove side of this opening we fastened a pair of thick dark 
curtains clear across the head jamb with the same large tacks at 
intervals of four or five inches. They overlapped in the center 
about eight inches, falling naturally thus by their own weight 
when not held, and they likewise overlapped the side jambs six 
or eight inches, not, however being fastened to the side jambs, 
but freely to be opened at these points, and falling back of their 
own weight. Inspection showed absolute darkness inside the 
alcove in day light. 

Directly opposite these curtains on the other side of the living 
room was a mantel piece, upon which was located an ordinary 
incandescent lamp colored green, and arranged in series with a 
laboratory rheostat, by which any degree of dimness in our green 
lamp could be secured at pleasure. 

Our “ sitters’? numbered twenty men and women, our own 
friends, wives and husbands. What they were will be stated in 
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the preface to the Questionnaire, and their initial attitudes and de- 
grees of sophistication will be found in their own testimony. 

To the séance room that evening came the sitters fortified in 
advance by successive circular letters telling them what they 
might expect as to appearances of white clothed figures, the 
“ voice’ of the “ Major” etc. They were in their seats by half 
past eight, most of them having examined our cabinet and the 
clothing. The Zs. arrived. Mrs. Z. was conducted immediately 
down the hall by our hostess to the robing room in the rear. Mr. 
Z. and his daughter entered the séance room, the daughter going 
to the rear, while the father with all eyes upon him, many being 
eyes of hostile suspicion, inspected the cabinet, suggested placing 
a rug on the floor under the chair which we had placed for Mrs. 
Z. to sit in during her trance, himself stooping down to pull it 
a few inches forward so that its end was outside the curtains and 
adjacent to the edge of a larger rug which covered the living 
room floor. That he did not in the act secrete something white 
for masquerading purposes one can vouch. It would have been 
impossible with twenty pairs of eyes open for such tricks. The 
front of Mrs. Z.’s chair was about thirty-six inches from the cur- 
tains, and centered in relation to them. 

For a séance costume I had provided three ordinary black 
academic bachelor gowns, and I had made the suggestion that 
Mrs. Z. be arrayed in them backwards and forwards alternately, 
so as to create extreme difficulty in removal and replacement if 
such were necessary for purposes of donning masquerading cos- 
tumes. Our hostess had declared that black union suits were no 
longer in style, and she was unable therefore to borrow any from 
her friends. In lieu thereof a white one was furnished, likewise 
a pair of black stockings and black slippers. In the questionnaire 
which forms part of this paper will be found the reception which 
these various pieces of dry goods got from the irate and peppery 
Mrs. Z. when she shrewdly sensed our ultra suspicious state of 
mind. Suffice it to say here that she came to the cabinet with 
but one garment—a single black academic gown—bare feet— 
not even slippers upon her. 

Mr. Z. standing before the open and lighted cabinet gave us 
a short lecture concerning what we might expect to experience, 
and then directed that the committee of our women who were to 
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undress, inspect and re-dress Mrs. Z. should proceed to their 
work. I handed the bundle of clothing to the ladies, Mr. Z. 
not having had an opportunity to inspect it, and the ladies went 
to the rear of the house. Professor D. the physicist and Mr. Z. 
experimented with the rheostat and the green lamp while waiting 
for the return of the ladies. They at length came, two ladies hold- 
ing Mrs. Z’s hands. They surrendered her to the lighted open 
cabinet, where she seated herself in the chair we had provided. 
I myself entered the cabinet, turned off the electric light over Mrs. 
Z’s head, lifted the curtains from their temporary supports and 
took my seat next to the jamb at one side of the curtained opening. 
At my left was Mr. Z., I myself holding his right hand. Next 
was Mr. Frost holding Mr. Z’s left hand. Professor D. switched 
off the bright light, leaving the room in darkness except for the 
green bulb on the mantel piece back of our company, which with 
its small reflector shot its light directly forward over the heads of 
the seated company on to the cabinet curtains. The knees of the 
front row of sitters were about six or seven feet from the cabinet. 
Prof. D. manipulated his rheostat until the amount of lighting 
declared to be satisfactory by Mr. Z. was arrived at. My own 
estimate is that if a person were standing at the curtains he would 
have had enough light to read his watch face by, though I did 
not make such a test. The features of one’s neighbors however 
were easily discernible. Miss R., daughter of our hostess started 
her victrola into soft music and this she continued throughout the 
séance, occasionally stopping to add variety by changing the 
record for a new tune. 

Presently, after four or five minutes came that harsh, snarl- 
ing, metallic bass voice in a “ Good evening, Friends! God bless 
you!” Mr. Z. at my left, and Miss Z. from her position in the 
back of the room said “‘ Good evening, Major”’ and “ Good eve- 
ning, Grandpa.” Again we waited—two minutes perhaps—when 





the curtains gently moved and separated, showing a bit of gray- 
ish white material a few inches wide and reaching as high as 
the head of a standing person. Curtains closed. Another min- 
ute of suspense, and the curtains opened quickly displaying a 
chalk white figure as to face and hands or bared arms, and shin- 
ing white garments, sheer and diaphanous as to outer parts, 
thicker and more substantial as to the parts underneath and with 
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high heeled shoes or slippers as a covering for the feet. The fig- 
ure perhaps came clear of the curtains which may have closed be- 
hind it—perhaps turned part way around or spread its hands 
widely apart, exhibiting the thin gauze and shining white veiling. 
Again returning through the curtains, it perhaps repeated the ac- 
tion. I relate these not from actual memory of what occurred, 
but from composite memory of what almost invariably has oc- 
curred at the four or five dozen séances I have since attended. 
My friends will bear me out, I am sure, in my statement that this 
is a practically accurate account of the occurrences in the first ten 
minutes of the séance. 

This was the end of what we had started out to produce, 
namely, a séance under strict test conditions. How well we suc- 
ceeded is left to the individual judgment of the sitters and of 
those who read this account and the replies to the questionnaire 
elsewhere in this paper. My own impression is that we succeeded 
admirably in spite of those who may criticize the scene in the dis- 
robing room and the lack of a gynecological examination of the 
medium to prevent introduction of masquerading material into 
the cabinet. The large quantity of heavy substantial clothing 
and in some cases heavy foot coverings would need highly ex- 
traordinary facilities to accomplish such deception. I do not be- 
lieve it was accomplished or even attempted. That supernormal 
activity was here present is my profound conviction. Of course 
I am led to this firm conclusion because of other remarkable ex- 
periences at subsequent séances which by mere reflection help to 
convince. 

At this stage of the séance the father and daughter left their 
places and from that time on for the next half hour were back 
and forth conducting those sitters to the cabinet whom they pre- 
sumably were “ impressed” to bring for the purpose of inspect- 
ing or interviewing the shining white “ spirit ” figures that would 
appear at the curtain openings, both center and at sides, sometimes 
coming into the room entirely clear of the curtains, the latter fall- 
ing together and preserving utter darkness for Mrs. Z. in her 
trance. 

The voice of “the Major” was heard frequently, principally 
giving directions to the sitters to look well to the faces for 
recognition of their friends. 








126 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


Many of the figures talked and whispered with varying de- 
grees of success in making themselves understood. One figure ex- 
pressed itself in a clear female voice as it sprang forward to em- 
brace the lady Theosophist of our party, saying: “Oh! My dear 
child” or something equivalent. Only one word of a long string 
of sentences from a figure I was called to interview was I able 
to make out. Another figure six or eight seconds later—utterly 
different from the first—said very distinctly: “Oh! I’m so 
thankful I came.” The extraordinary speed with which these 
figures change from one appearance to another, granting if you 
please, that they are the masquerading medium, is little short 
of miraculous. Some have chalk white countenances, while 
others have perfectly natural complexions. Some have light hair 
long and flowing, others dark hair. Many have faces and heads 
wrapped up in the manner of nuns. The coiffure, the make-up, 
the varying countenances and varying heights of figures, all make 
a bewildering complex that is very difficult to “ explain” on the 
lines of a masquerading medium sitting in utter darkness and 
leaving no traces of cosmetic powder in the cabinet afterwards. 
The costumes and disposition of the gauze about the faces and 
heads are at times of most exquisite beauty, challenging a skilled 
sculptor or a high salaried dry goods store window dresser to 
duplicate—all done at high speed and in profound darkness. On 
the other hand at times, the figures are utterly “ punk” looking 
as if they would fall to pieces at the slightest provocation, emit- 
ting disagreeable and unidentifiable odors and sibilant whispers 
and innocuous motions that are for all the world like one’s own 
nocturnal slow-moving nightmares. A figure came to me of 
this latter description on one occasion with a beard that looked 
like a theatrical property poorly fastened and just ready to drop 
off, he nevertheless trying, so it seemed, to express himself with 
affection towards me. In this paragraph I notice I have wan- 
dered somewhat from a description of this particular séance, but, 
let it go. 

Professor D. at the suggestion of Mr. Z. entered the cabinet 
and in the darkness there conversed, we plainly hearing it, with 
another of Mrs. Z’s “ controls ”’—a child, judging from its voice 
quality and vocabulary, though at times using words that would 
only come from one very precocious or quite mature. It pro- 
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fessed not to be independent of Mrs. Z., saying: “ When I talk 
to you I am using my mama’s own voice.” ‘This control, we are 
told, is the deceased daughter of Mrs. Z. who passed away after 
only a few months of mundane existence. The “ Major” pur- 
ports to be the father of Mrs. Z., who passed away when she was 
fifteen years of age, at which time also her mediumship first de- 
veloped. He was Major-General Shook of the Kentucky Na- 
tional Guard (neutral), stationed at Henderson, Ky., during the 
Civil War. 

I was there as the chief stage manager in what I thought 
might turn out to be a scientific demonstration of rare supernor- 
mal phenomena, and not as a grieving mourner, expecting to 
meet my dead-and-gone friends. That two of such came to me 
with evident joy and emotion was entirely unexpected, even when 
Mr. Z. touched me on the arm and bade me come to the curtains. 

I was too much burdened with the responsibility of running a 
séance wherein twenty of my friends had contributed three dol- 
lars each of their good money, to give much thought to any- 
thing else, and I can truthfully assert that during the evening up 
to that time the fact that a few weeks previously my half-sister 
and my niece had passed away a fortnight apart was entirely out 
of my conscious mind, however much it may have been alive and 
active in the subconscious. 

It may be true, as some assert that the figures seen at this 
séance were Mrs. Z. herself, but I know positively that some were 
not. It is well known that some of the phenomena are really 
transfigurations of the medium herself, that some are etherealiza- 
tions, and that some are independent materializations—the latter 
being the large majority. 

Etherealizations are amorphous at times or may be at other 
times well built up figures of the consistency perhaps of tobacco 
smoke. For three or four minutes at a time on two or three oc- 
casions I have seen these on the floor and sometimes in the air 
near the medium, with the curtains wide open. It first appeared 
as nothing more than a rat under a handkerchief, moving about, 
quickly rising to a height of two or three feet, all of an intense 
vibration and tremble, rising and sinking, but never dispersing 
as it would if it were only a mass of smoke; sometimes straight 
and square at the top like a fence post; then sharp at the top, or 
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perhaps pyramidal like a doorstep evergreen tree, never reaching 
human height, and thus it labored unsuccessfully trying to build 
itself up into presentable form, which it probably could have ac- 
complished had it not been hampered by the open curtains and 
the light of the séance room. Etherealizations, also incomplete 
materializations as well as those which are very complete and 
substantial, are built up in the darkness of the cabinet and are 
exhibited for from ten to sixty seconds, and then have to scut- 
tle back behind the curtains to avoid going into utter disintegra- 
tion out in the open. Sometimes we see them sinking downward 
in this kind of death before the curtains can close upon them. 

As to the questionnaire, it is the joint work of Mr. Frost and 
myself—principally the former. Had we had the forethought 
to issue something like it in advance of the séance, it might have 
inspired clearer observation on the part of the sitters and have 
led to fewer amusing contradictions of fact than now appear. 
Nevertheless it seems to some of us a “ human document ”’ that 
may be of some use in elucidating an obscure subject, and as such 
it is submitted. 

The questionnaire was sent to every one of the 20 sitters, and 
responses were obtained from 18. The original documents were 
in mimeograph form, with large vacant spaces after the ques- 
tions for the sitter to write his reply. The document as here pub- 
lished repeats the matter as originally sent out, while the space 
after each question is filled by all the replies in tabulated form. 
The sitters are given designating letters from A to R. The en- 
tire view point of any one sitter can thus be easily traced through 
the fifty-two questions. 

A is a society and club woman. 

B is a Chicago wholesale merchant. 

C is a University physicist. 

D is a Chicago lawyer. 

E is the wife of B. 

F is an Evanston society and club woman. 

G is a University psychologist. 

H is myself (Irving Hamlin), a business man. 

I is Mr. Frost, a journalist. 

J is a high school girl. 

K is a high school Principal in a suburb of Chicago. 
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L is the wife of N. zs 


M is a business woman—Theosophist and automatic writer. 
N is a University psychologist. 

O is a high school girl. 

P is a lady teacher of music. 

Q is an Evanston society and club woman. 

R is a lady teacher of music—automatic writer. 


Our lady physician hostess and another club woman failed 
to furnish replies.* 


The robing committee was composed of the ladies E, F, L, 
P, Q and the hostess. 


QUESTIONNAIRE. 


As To YoursELF: HAvE You Ever SEEN ALLEGED MATERIAL- 
IZATIONS BEFORE? 

A. No. B.No. C. No. D. No. E. No. F. No. G. No. 
H. Yes, two séances in New York under the wing of a now 
deceased President of the Board of Trustees of the A. S. P. R. 
I. Once—Mrs. Z [same medium] in Chicago. 


*Comment upon one item in the questionnaire seems advisable, namely 
where Sitter P in answer to questions No. 9 and 33 speaks of a piece of cot- 
ton batting and assumes that it was something dropped by the medium as she 
made her exit from the room. This little piece of “‘damning evidence” was 
first discovered by Mr. Frost as the lights were turned on. He placed it on 
the piano and later called our attention to it after most of the sitters had left 
the house. Our hostess examined it carefully by sight, feeling and smell and 
declared it to be a perfectly new and clean piece of drygoods store cotton. 
It was evidently a flat piece of batting four and one-half inches long by two 
inches wide, compressed at the center into a slightly constricted shape and 
kept that way by the application of some library paste that had hardened and 
could be felt, while the ends were rounded and fashioned with very diminutive 
twists into points like a Frenchman’s mustache. Its appearance seemed like 
a piece of cotton placed in a spectacle case to protect the spectacles from rat- 
tling. Or some of us thought it might have been the inner filling of a ladies’ 
silk bow. There is no evidence that Mrs. Z. dropped it, neither is there any 
evidence that it was placed in her path by some mischievously disposed sitter 
to cast suspicion upon her. The latter surmise seems the more probable, as 
there is shown a certain degree of naive ignorance in such a sitter of what 
would be convincing evidence of fraud. The little cotton joker does not look 
familiar in the least to one who has viewed these cabinet figures many times, 
but it does seem exactly like what one who had never seen a Z. séance might 
bring to the scene with mischief or malice aforethought. 
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J. No.‘ K. No. L. No. M. No. N. No. O. No. P. Once be- 
fore in New York City, through the medium De Witt Hough. 
©. No. R. No. 

How Mucn Have You Reap oF MarTErRIALIZATION Pue- 
NOMENA? 

A. Very little. B. Practically nothing. C. Very little. Noth- 
ing recently except a digest of Crookes’s observations dealing 
with “ Katie King ” and other phenomena. D. Two books and 
a few articles. E. Nothing. F. Comparatively little. G. Vari- 
ous reports in Proc. $.P.R. H. A large amount. I. Crookes, 
W. J. Crawford, etc., etc. A good deal. J. Occasional articles 
during the last ten years. K. Nothing. L. Only “ Ghosts in 
Solid Form” and one magazine article. M. Considerable. H. 
P. Blavatsky and C. W. Leadbeater. N. “Ghosts in Solid 
Form” by G. Bolton, and some articles in Psychic Research So- 
ciety reports. O. Very little. P. Considerable. Notably books 
of Sir Oliver, Lodge and Flammarion, William T. Stead, Lilian 
Whiting and others. Q. Magazine articles. Hugo Miinster- 
berg’s exposé of Palladino, though I believe she did not ma- 
terialize. R. Not much. 

STaTE Your AtTtTitupE Towarp It on Tuts Occasion. 

A. Open-minded. B. Open to conviction. C. I had a strong 
scientific and open minded curiosity concerning the phenomena. 
There are those “on the other side” who had promised to 
communicate with me if possible. This seemed to me a good 
opportunity. D. Sceptical. E. Open minded. Ready to be con- 
vinced. F. Open minded interest. G. Sceptical. H. I believed 
there had been many cases well attested by reliable observers 
under good test conditions. I. Favorable to possible reality 
of phenomena. Doubtful of genuineness of Mrs. Z’s phe- 
nomena. J. Neutral. K. Open minded. L. I was ready to be 
convinced. M. Very much interested. Tried to hold as open 
a mind on the entire matter as possible, not to allow scepticism 
to shut out nor prompt acceptance prevent investigation. N. 
Open mindedness. O. I hoped to be convinced of the reality 
of such materializations. P. Open minded. Would have liked 
to be convinced that it was a demonstration of life after death, 
but was not willing to be deceived by skillful professional 
tricksters. ©. I was absolutely open minded. R. Interested 
but curious. 

State ANy CHANGE IN Your FEELING AS THE RESULT OF 
Tuts SEANCE. Wuat Do You Tuinx oF it Now? 

A. I should like to see a further test. B. The medium and her 
assistants were deliberate frauds in my opinion. C. I cannot 
say from only one experience that I am convinced either that 
the phenomena are or are not genuine. My feelings have not 
changed. The promised message “ from the other side” failed 
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to appear. So far as it goes, this is evidence against the reality 
of the display. D. Sceptical before and sceptical still. E. Con- 
vinced it is pure fraud. F. Still interested in the subject. This 
particular person perfect fraud. G. Not changed. See below. 
H. I could not help acknowledging that there is “ something in 
it,” and I am more than ever convinced that it is a matter of 
vital importance to mankind that men of science should exam- 
ine such phenomena with patience, care and caution. I. Inclined 
now to think that the odds are in favor of the genuineness of 
Mrs. Z’s phenomena. J. Just what I did before. K. Still open 
to conviction. L. Quite a clever trick as to the white garments. 
M. Am still very much interested in investigating in as nearly 
a first hand fashion as possible. N. Was disappointed in not 
having a greater space between medium and entities, in not be- 
ing allowed to compare entity with sensitive; and in not being 
given tactile as well as visual experience. O. I am not alto- 
gether convinced, but am intensely interested. P. No change. 
I think it was to a large extent trickery, but that there may 
have been a supernormal background for it. Q. I was greatly 
disappointed, and wish we could have a séance with a medium 
who gives her services free. It had too commercial an at- 
mosphere. R. Not convinced, but puzzled. 

As to Our Test Conpitions You SAw THE WHITE Gar- 
MENTS, ETC., OF THE FicurES WuHIcH APPEARED THROUGH 
THE CURTAINS OF THE “ CABINET.” MAKE A List oF WHAT 
You Dip SEE oF THaTt Sort In THERE. 

A. Saw white flowing garment, soft and diaphanous. Slippers, 
soft feathery substance like marabou in the hand, which the 
figure waved very close to my face. B. Saw only one figure at 
a time in white filmy drapery. C. At close range, the same fig- 
ure, an old woman, in nebulous white, appeared on two separate 
occasions. From my seat I saw many figures appear at the cur- 
tains, all in white. Several times they reached out into the 
room, once embracing one of the sitters. On that occasion the 
hand appeared very white, not at all like the face I had previ- 
ously seen. D. Only the filmy drapery. FE. Merely filmy 
draperies. F. White material draping figure never varying but 
a few inches in height. G. Saw only one white robed figure on 
each appearance. H. One figure extremely like my deceased 
niece in height and shape of face, yet not recognizable, dressed 
entirely in white materials. Another figure recognized by me 
in face, figure and manner as my deceased half-sister, dressed 
in white. One poorly formed arm with white covering emerg- 
ing from side of east curtain. I. White draperies—several 
yards, I should think. White stockings worn by some “ ma- 
terializations.” White slippers noticed two or three times. J. 
Nothing definite. K. I saw only the first materialization, clad in 
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thin, film raiment. The whole appearance was hazy. L. Noth- 
ing except the white garments on the figure. M. (No reply). 
N. The light was so dim that I could not be certain that I even 
saw “white garments.” I am very near sighted, and yet I 
could see no difference in clearness of figure seen with and 
without my glasses. O. (No answer). P. The figures seemed 
clothed with substantial white material, opaque, except that 
the loose drapery about the arms suggested transparency. Ex- 
cept for this latter part the clothing seemed to be close about 
the person not floating or vague. Q. A head covering and the 
figure completely veiled. R. A kind of thin tranparent ma- 
terial, as well as thicker white substance. Slippers, stockings. 


Coutp You Say Tuat Ir Was ImpossipLtE THat MATERIAL 
Was CONCEALED IN THE CABINET IN ADVANCE OR INTRO- 
puceD Into It OTHERWISE THAN THROUGH THE Front Cur- 
TAINS? 

A. Very improbable. B. Believe it was taken into cabinet by 
medium or passed thru the curtains. G. I examined the cabinet 
carefully. It was not concealed there in advance. I examined 
the cabinet again afterward and assisted in removing curtains, 
etc. It was not left in cabinet, and the door to the porch had 
very plainly not been used. D. No. Might have been slipped 
in under rug perhaps. E. No. F. No. G. Yes. H. Absolutely 
so. I. Yes. J. Unless on medium’s person. K. I do not think 
it probable. L. No. M. Yes. N. It could have been secreted 
about sensitive’s person. O. I cannot see how it would have 
been possible. P. Yes. It was not there before the approach 
of Mr. Z. Since he was in the cabinet and in front of the cur- 
tains for a long time he could have easily introduced it into the 
cabinet. Q. It seems impossible to me that it was concealed in 
the cabinet in advance. R. Yes. 

Coutp You Say TuHat THE Meprum Dip Nor Take It Into 
THE CABINET WitH HER WHEN SHE ENTERED? 

A. I am convinced she did not. B. I think she took some in 
with her. C. Not from my own observations. D. I think not, 
though it is possible. E. No. F. No. G. No. H. No. I could 
not, as I was not one of the committee who clothed the medium. 
I. Not being on the women’s committee, No. J. No. K. No. 
L. No. M. Yes. N. No. I think she did not. P. It may have 
been concealed in her hair or about her person, as she resisted 
examination. Q. I have heard of smuggling methods which 
might have been used. R. It would have been impossible. 


Coup You Say Positivety TuHat It Was Not Passep IN To 
Her THroucH THE CurTAINS AFTER SHE Got THERE, AND 
BEFORE THE First MATERIALIZATION APPEARED? 

A. I feel sure it was not. B. No. C. I think so. I watched 
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particularly for that. I had a good view of the curtains from 
the west. Am sure as to these points. Mrs. Z. was led in by 
women who held her hands. At this time the daughter sat back 
in the corner of the room, and Mr. Z. sat between Mr. Frost 
and Mr. Hamlin, under careful observation. He had previ- 
ously offered to exchange clothing with anyone present, but was 
not allowed to do so. Mr. Z. and Miss Z. remained in these po- 
sitions until after the first form appeared. During this time I 
watched very carefully, and am sure that nothing was passed in. 
Once I thought the curtain waved slightly, as if in a breeze. 
Not sure of that. D. No. E. Apparently was not. F. No. 
G. No. H. Yes, positively. I. I do not think it was. Mr. Z’s 
left hand was in mine during this time. I could have seen. J. 
Yes. K.I feel sure it was not. L. No. Too dark to see all. 
M. Yes. N. No. O. It would have been highly improbable. 
P. No. My memory is that Mr. Z stood before the curtains 
after her entrance into the cabinet and before the first material- 
ization. Q. It could not have been passed to her there, but 
might have been slipped under the rug or some similar place by 
Mr. Z. R. Yes. 

Ir THESE Potnts ArE ALL CovereD, HavE You Any OTHER 
THerory To Account For Its Bernc TuHere? Stare It At 
LENGTH. 

A. I feel sure that it was not. B. Probably sleight of hand 
trick. C. I am not making theories. I want more facts first. 
D. (No answer.) E. Sleight of hand. F. Such material when 
compressed would be no larger than spool of 40 thread, might 
have been concealed in robes or passed to her. G. None. How- 
ever, the feat would not be beyond the range of a professional 
magician. H. Figures and clothing produced by supernormal 
means commonly called “ spiritualistic mediumship,” the exact 
nature of which in my opinion is a most worthy subject for 
men of science to investigate with “ care, candor and curiosity ” 
the three scientific virtues. I. Only that the phenomena were 
genuine. J. (No answer). K. I have no theory. L. It might 
have been hid in her hair. I didn’t see her hair shaken out, 
and I’m sure I could hide enough filmy white drapery in my 
knot of hair to serve for drapery of body. M. (No answer). 
N. Might have been secreted in hair or in other apertures. 
Might have been passed in to her either by Mr. Z. or daughter. 
Where there are two persons to watch, or different movements 
(or two arms, etc.) of same person, it is almost an impossibility 
to focus attention on both. The peculiar odor was a phe- 
nomenon needing explanation. O. I cannot account for it. P. 
My theory is that it was passed to her by both Mr. and Miss Z.., 
especially as she dropped a bit of white material when she left 
the cabinet. Or that the black academic gown was made to ap- 
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pear white by the use of chemicals of which there was a notice- 
able odor. Q. When Mr. Z. arranged the rug a small flat pack- 
age could easily have been palmed and slipped under. R. If it 
had been possible for her to have concealed the white substance, 
it was absolutely impossible for her to have concealed the slip- 
pers. 


CouLtp You Say Tuat It Dip Nor LEAvE THE CABINET ON 
THE PERSON OF THE MEDIUM AFTER THE SEANCE? 

A. No. B. No. C. Not from my own observation. Could 
medium have handed it to her daughter on leaving? D. No. 
E. No. F. No. G. No. H. No. I. No. J. No. K. No. L. 
No. I think it did. M. Yes. N. No. I believe it did. O. 
I believe nothing was taken out. P. No. I Think it did and 
was passed to Miss Z. when they left the room together unac- 
companied by the committee. Q. I think it might easily have 
been slipped to Miss Z. R. Yes. 

Coup You Say PositivEty TuHat It Was Not LEFT IN THE 
CABINET AT THE END OF THE SEANCE? 

A. Yes. B. Do not think it was. C. Positively it was not. See 
reply to No. 6 above. D. Think not. E. I did not go into 
cabinet after séance. F. No. G. No opinion. H. Yes. I 
opened the curtains and turned on the light in the cabinet, and 
know it was not left there. I. Yes. J. Yes. K. Yes. L. No. 
I did not examine cabinet thoroughly after séance. M. Yes. 
N. I did not examine very closely. O. Nothing seemed to have 
been left. P. No. I did not examine the cabinet afterward, 
except that the curtains were opened and light turned on and 
opportunity to see it from my seat. ©. No. R. Yes. 

Coutp You Say Posirivery TuHat Ir Was Not TAKEN From 
THE CABINET BY SOME ONE Not THE MeEpriumM AFTER THE 
LAst MATERIALIZATION AND BEFORE THE CaBINeET Was 
OpENED For INSPECTION? 

A. Yes. B. No. C. I think so, memory not entirely clear here. 
D. No. E. No. F. No. G. No. H. Miss Z’s close proximity 
to medium as she emerged from cabinet would lend suspicion 
to her receiving it from medium and secreting it in her own 
clothes. I do not think it could have been. J. No. K. I 
cannot see how it could have been. L. I think it was not. M. 
Yes. N. No. O.I saw no such opportunity. P. No. Mr. Z. 
was near the curtains. Q. No. R. Yes. 


Ir TueEst Pornts ArE Att Coverep, HAvE You Any OTHER 
THEORY To AccouNT For Its DISAPPEARANCE? STATE IT AT 
LENGTH. 

A. None. B. Probably passed through the curtains to the as- 
sistants. C. No theory. The matter needs investigation. D. 
(No answer.) E. Very simple for daughter and mother to 
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convey anything out. Presence and help of daughter very 
suspicious. F. (No answer.) G. As above. H. If the “ cloth- 
ing” committee are sure she did not have material on her when 
she left dining room for parlor, and sure she did not pick it up 
between dining room and parlor, then I have only the customary 
theory of the spiritulaists to offer—namely, that it was “ dema- 
terialized ” and the figures we saw likewise “ dematerialized.” 
I. Same as question No. 9—genuine materialization. J. (No 
answer.) K.Notheory. L. I think it was concealed afterward 
just similar to the way it was brought in. M. No. N. My be- 
lief here is similar to No. 6 above. O. I have no theory con- 
cerning it. P. No. Unless the materializations were genuine, 
or the whiteness was merely an appearance of whiteness pro- 
duced by chemicals which we smelled. Q. There were many op- 
portunities for the medium to have slipped it to either assistant. 
R. No answer. 


WouLpD THE UNACCOUNTED FOR APPEARANCE AND DISAPPEAR- 
ANCE OF Tuts MaTertAL CoNnsTITUTE ProoF oF SOMETHING 
SUPERNORMAL—To You? 

A. I cannot say it constitutes proof, but I am anxious for 
further evidence. B. No. C. No. Not necessarily. There 
may be other loop holes that none of us has thought of. If 
we could prove that some unknown law was in operation, I 
should try to discover the law. I do not believe in “ supernor- 
mal” occurrences. D. Not necessarily. E. No. F. No. G. No. 
Legerdemain an easier theory. H. Yes, in connection with my 
answer to No. 13. I. Yes. J. (No answer.) K. Not neces- 
sarily. I would like to try several experiments under similar 
lighting conditions. L. No. M. (No answer.) N. If unac- 
counted for would constitute a probability, but not a very strong 
one unless all possibilities were exhausted. O. Not actual 
proof, but very convincing evidence. P. Not while Mr. Z. and 
Miss Z. were permitted to be in front of the curtains both be- 
fore and after the materializations and Miss Z. to alone escort 
Mrs. Z. from the cabinet down the hall. Q. Not necessarily, as 
I have seen sleight of hand tricks fully as remarkable. R. (No 
answer. ) 


As To THE MATERIALIZATIONS. 
From Your SEAT? 

A. I saw most of the figures, also waverings of phophorescent 
light which penetrated the material of the curtain. The figures 
I saw were of markedly different heights. On more than one 
occasion I saw a white arm reach around the outer edge of the 
curtain while a figure was in the opening. B. A white robed 
figure. C. My seat was at the extreme left. I could see the 
curtains very well, and the figures except when Mr. Z. stepped 


How Mucu Covutp You SEE 
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between them and me. D. Only the dim white figure. E. Had 
clear view. F. Blurred figure to waist at times. G. Not 
much. Only certain dimly outlined figures. H. Very little. I 
was at the extreme east end of curtains. I. I could see nearly all 
the figures quite well. Front row. J. Only such as I was di- 
rectly called to see. K. Nothing. L. Only a dim white figure. 
M. When “ sitters ” were standing at center of curtains the ap- 
parition was obscured. N. Scarcely anything. The illumina- 
tion was very faint. O. Each materialization vaguely could be 
seen. P. Merely a figure, solid in appearance, clothed in white. 
Sometimes seeming to stand upright, and at others to have, by 
bent knees, shortened her height. Q. Only the figure. Not the 
features. R. Could see quite clearly. 


How Many Times Were You CALLED To THE CABINET? 
How MAny OPENINGS AND CLOSINGS OF THE CuRTAINS EACH 
Time You WERE THERE? 

A. Once. One opening. B. Once. One. C. Called three 
times; twice for materializations, once for the child’s voice. 
Only one opening of the curtain each time. D. Twice. First 
time by Miss Z., a mistake, the “ Major” calling for “ the 
woman in black.” Second, saw old woman apparently. E. Two 
times. Once each time. F. Not any. G. Twice. One only. 
H. Called once. Saw two figures, with a closure of curtain 
five seconds before opening the second time. I. Twice at cabi- 
net. One opening each time. J. Twice. Once the first time. 
Twice the second time. K. I was not called. L. Once. One 
opening and one closing. M. Called once. Curtains opened 
twice. N. Was not called to the cabinet. O. Twice. Two 
openings and closings. P. Twice. Once each time. Q. Twice. 
Three openings. R. Twice. Opened and closed each time. 
How Many DrrFrerent Ficures Dip You Set THere? De- 
SCRIBE. 

A. One. The figure of an adult woman; very dark hair, parted 
over a high forehead and arranged in waves. The hand and 
arm were exceedingly white, suggesting the whiteness of a kid 
glove, and in the hand nearest me was a peculiar feathery sub- 
stance mentioned in No. 5. As I watched the face it seemed 
I could see one set of features very dim and almost transparent 
dissolving or moving off the features described. B. One. Face 
partly covered with white drapery. C. I saw apparently the 
same figure twice; an old woman in white, much like Mrs. Z. 
in figure and feature; light too dim for certainty about features. 
Not any one I could recall ever having seen. Figure was taller 
than I. Could not see over shoulder to see medium. D. One. 
Apparently old woman with dead sunken face. E. Apparently 
same one each time. Profile was presented, and was profile of 
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medium. F. (No answer.) G. Only one. Same on both oc- 
casions. A woman of past middle age, draped in white, in- 
definite features, a fringe of black hair on forehead seen dis- 
tinctly. H. (Answering No. 17 and 18). First—About 5 ft. 
8 in. tall (which is height of the medium, as well as the height 
of the deceased person whom I have reason to think was simu- 
lated either supernormally as a “ spirit,” or normally by a clever 
masquerade of the medium if it were possible to acknowledge 
it after making replies to No.’s 5 and 16.) White clothes cov- 
ered neck high. Shape of face long. Deceased person referred 
to is my niece, May, who died Feb. 22nd this year. Habitually 
high neck covering to conceal goitre. Breath for many years 
noisy by reason of pressure of goitre upon trachea. Figure 
was in acute distress, as evidenced by facial and bodily contor- 
tion and gasping. Breath stertorous. She uttered a sentence 
indistinguishable to me, and likewise to Mr. Tomson at my side, 
though I understood a word repeated twice or thrice “ write ” 
or “right.” She appeared like May, although she had the ap- 
pearance of an “ animated corpse ” as one sitter described what 
he had seen. Cannot say I even saw the eyes. Analyzing as 
nearly as possible, it was like a sculptor’s figure partly chiseled 
out as to face, the lower features well finished and the upper 
part smoothed out somewhat, but with eyes not yet attempted. 
Forehead and hair in evidence. Reminded me of my De Witt 
Hough séances in New York some years ago, where several of 
the figures walking about the room had only partially formed 
faces. Curtain closed for about five to eight seconds, and 
opened, revealing second figure—Unmistakably a good simu- 
lacrum of May’s mother (my half-sister), who died two weeks 
earlier than did May. With an impressive gesture of her hands 
clasped together and pointed upwards towards her chin she 
said: “ Oh, I am so thankful I came.” It was natural to her 
both as to gesture and inflection of voice. Contrasted to the 
“May” figure she was calm and collected. As to a possible 
significance to her remark, see No. 51. These two persons, May 
and her mother were inseparable in life, the latter having 
been bed-ridden for five months, with May in constant attend- 
ance, and she had not left her mother more than two hours at 
a time for five years or more except once or twice. If super- 
normal or “ spiritistic,” these figures were in this respect true 
to life in their present state. I. 1. The first figure was about 
my own height, not unlike my wife. Corpse-like appearance. 
2. The second figure was a short, seemingly very old woman, 
not over five feet tall. J. One. Nothing suggestive of anyone 
as much as of the medium. K. None. L. Only one—a stout 
woman of medium height, filmy white drapery on figure and 
around head. M. Two figures. The first rather tall, with 
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heavy features. The second much smaller and entirely different 
features and the face of different color. N. I saw none that 
could be at all distinguished as having features. O. Same fig- 
ure twice. Short youthful girl with hair light and wavy, 
brushed straight back from a high forehead. Filmy substance 
around figure. P. It seemed to me the same figure, Mrs. Z. 
each time, of the same build and features. Q. First, a figure 
slightly shorter than myself. Curtains closed and re-opened 
showing a still shorter figure with slightly different features. 
The next time the first figure reappeared, and the features were 
identical. R. Two. First rather tall, looking like the medium. 
Second, hair not the same, figure shorter, and looked like some 
one I had known. 

Dip Tuery SpEAK? TELL Apout Ir. 

A. Yes. Calling a name indistinctly. Either “Jessie” or 
“ Josie.” B. No. C. Nothing distinguishable was said the first 
time. I heard a hoarse aspirating voice, as if the figure was 
trying to speak. Possibly a bit of acting. (The child’s voice 
described later on did not come from a materialization). In 
spite of the fact that I deliberately asked the figure to speak 
to me, the second time, there was not even an effort then. D. 
It sighed and gasped a few words which I do not remember. 
E. Yes. With sighs and tones identical with sighs and tones of 
medium when “ wakening.” The name whispered was 
“ Jessie.” F. (No answer.) G. Spoke in guttural whispers, 
with many sighs: “ Oh my dear, we are so glad to be able to be 
with you again,” etc. H. (Answered above in No. 17.) I. 1. 
No. 2. Yes. Spoke a name indistinctly, not mine, backing 
away and shaking her head. J. Something was whispered. Im- 
possible to catch anything articulate. K. (No answer.) L,. She 
spoke: “ I’m so glad to see you. Thank God you’re here. Dar- 
ling I’m so glad” and some mumbling and sighing. M. Yes. 
The second materialization said: “ My Dear Child, I am so 
glad to come to you.” N. I heard the voice of “ Major.” Also 
of the little girl. But this struck me as being very crude and 
far from affording any “ evidence.” O. Each time, materializa- 
tion appeared it said: “ You know me.” In reply to question 
asking it if were a certain friend it said “ Yes, Yes. I told 
you I would come to you. I will come to you often.” P. Yes, 
I heard a faint gasping sound, but could not distinguish words. 
I was the first to be called for, and was soon called again, but 
upon Mr. Z.’s being told that I was deaf and could not hear 
what the figure said to me, I was not again called. Q. Yes. 
Mr. Z. told me to call a name if I recognized the face. I did 
so, saying: “Is it you, Grandmother?” The figure said “ Yes, 
My Dear” and several other hurried remarks and then said, 
“Don’t do it now. This is not the time. I can’t tell you now 
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about it, but don’t do it now. I'll tell you later.” R. Yes. They 
both spoke, but the first one not very distinct. Second one 


wanted her daughter who was in the room, and thanked me for 
understanding. 


Dip You Toucn, or WERE You ToucHED By ONE OF THE 
ForMS, OR BY THE CLOTHING? How Dip It Fee,? Wuat 
WERE Your IMPRESSIONS? 
A. By this feathery substance on my face. I had been hoping 
for the materialization of a relative who had died recently and 
who was very beautiful. The image seemed very unattractive 
and was very repulsive to me. B. Hand placed on shoulder. 
Felt like human hand and arm covered with a rather harsh net- 
ting. C. No. Very unfortunate and disappointing. D. No. 
Thought it might be the medium, though only the height would 
bear that out, as the face looked ghastly. In the darkness could 
see little even six inches away. FE. Not touched. F. (No 
answer.) G. Not touched. H. Not touched. I. The first fig- 
ure took my face lightly between her two hands. The hands 
felt cold, and I would say rather stiff and dry. Unlike the 
touch of flesh—at least living flesh. J. No. K. (No answer.) 
L. The form lightly touched my left arm. It felt as though 
a faint breeze fanned my arm. M. The arms of both figures 
were put around my neck (over my head). The feeling, as 
same passed near my face was one of soft pressure of air. N. 
Did not touch, nor was touched. O. The hands raised as though 
about to touch my face, then withdrawn without touching me. 
P. Yes. The figure placed her hand upon mine. Her hand 
was cold, but no more so than would be the case considering 
that her only garment was the academic gown. Her hand was 
heavy and solid—not a light fleeting touch. She touched my 
hand firmly. Her eyes seemed closed, and her head slightly 
thrown backward, and a yearning expression of countenance 
as she held out her arms and murmured some words. A strong 
odor of a chemical nature, such as carbolic acid came to me 
from the medium or cabinet the first time I was called to the 
curtains. Q. I was touched by the material on the arms of the 
ficure, but not directly by the flesh. It felt like veiling. The 
first time I was rather excited, but not at all awed or with any 
sense of the unusual or uncanny. The second time I was per- 
fectly normal. There was a strong odor such as a disinfectant, 
and as I look back upon it it may have been a mouldy smell. 
R. Yes. The first one put her hand on my head. Didn’t feel 
human, but I felt a decided pressure. There was a musty smell. 


Dip You Str Mort THAN ONE MATERIALIZATION AT ONCE? 
Ir So, Give DETAILS. 


A. No. B. No. C. No. D. No. E. One only. F. (No 
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answer.) G. Only one. H. (Answering No. 20 and 21.) An 
“arm” came from east end of curtain at about 26 inches above 
floor and extended downwards and eastwards, its fingers com- 
ing to about six inches from my right knee, passing in front of 
Miss Z., who stood between me and the jamb. It was hazy and 
indefinite, looking much like the illustration on page 69 of “ Ma- 
terializations Phaenomene” of Schrenck-Notzing (see John 
Crerar Library, Chicago, L 132,9 R300.) I feel certain a sit- 
ter was at the center of curtains simultaneously, and was 
strongly of opinion that I could see a cabinet figure also at the 
curtain opening simultaneously, until some days later when one 
sitter said another had told him that the figure and the arm 
were not simultaneously in evidence. I anticipate with interest 
the statements of others who may have seen the “arm.” It 
came through the substance of the curtain, I feel sure, for I 
cannot recall any wrinkling or disturbance of the curtain due 
to its presence. The curtain if all will remember was hung so 
as to overlap the jamb about six inches on the north side of 
the jamb, while here was the “arm” with its inner source, so 
far as I could see, at least six inches west of the jamb and ex- 
tending southeast and slightly downwards as before mentioned. 
My seat was east of the edge of the jamb, and about twenty 
inches to the south, with just enough room for the slender Miss 
Z. to stand between me and the jamb. The jamb extends west- 
ward into the room 20 to 24 inches. Miss Z. called my atten- 
tion to it, but I had already seen it; and I have a dim recollec- 
tion that it made two appearances a few seconds apart (eight 
or ten), pushing itself forward in a gliding and hesitating way 
with some swaying sidewise as it advanced. I cannot recall 
definitely formed hand or fingers. I suspect I did not have my 
glasses on at the time, although when I went to my own curtain 
call I put them on, and my vision was reliable. I am absolutely 
certain however, that it was a poorly formed arm and poorly 
formed hands and fingers. It would be a good experiment to 
take our lamp, our rheostat and our curtains to the same place 
and examine into the possibility of simulating what we saw in 
figures, clothing, arm, etc. I. No. J. No. K. (No answer.) 
L. No. M. (No answer.) N. No. O. (No answer.) P. No. 
QO. No. R. When a figure stood between the curtains, I saw an 
arm come out the other side of the curtain. A “ sitter” was 
standing at the opening of the curtain. 

Dim You Ske ANy APPEARANCE OF Ficure or Partia Fic- 
URE AT THE SIDE OF CurTAINS? IF So, Descrise It; AND Was 
It StMuLTANEOus WitH A Ficure at CENTER OF CurTAINS? 
Was OnE oF Our “ Srrrers” STANDING AT THE CuRTAIN 
OPENING AT THE SAME TIME? 

A. Yes. Arm reaching around the side of the curtain. It was 
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simultaneous with figure at the center. If a “sitter” was not 
at the curtain at the time, one had been there very shortly be- 
fore. B. No. C. No. D. No. E. A draped arm was thrust 
out from side of curtains, sometimes one side, sometimes the 
other, just before or just after appearance in center. F. Yes. 
Something at side of curtain looked like gauze on stick. Saw 
no hand from where I was. G. No to all queries. H. Already 
answered above. I. I did not see this. J. Hand and arm at 
left of curtain just before figure at center. Yes. K. (No 
answer.) L,. No, I did not see it. M. I saw a full length figure 
at the side of the curtain near where I was seated. I was so 
intent upon it that I do not know whether it was simultaneous 
with figure at center, nor do I recall whether a sitter was at 
the curtain. N.(1) No. (2) No. (4) I don’t understand this 
last question. O..At one time, when a sitter was at the curtain 
opening, a figure was in the center, and an arm appeared at one 
side of the curtain. P. Yes, I saw the curtain drawn aside at 
the West side and a white figure appear there partially, as if 
looking out. No other figure was at the center at this time, and 
I think only Mr. Z. stood there, with Miss Z. at the East side 
of the curtained doorway. Q. Yes. The curtain at one side 
opened once and I saw a figure. It was not simultaneous with a 
manifestation in the center. I do not know whether a sitter 
was at the center, but think not—am almost certain. R. (An- 
swered in No. 20.) 

Dip It Stem To You Tuat THE Curtains Movep At Any 
TIME WHEN THE MATERIALIZATION Was Not ToucHING 
THEM? ARE You SuRE? 

A. Curtains seemed to move themselves. Nothing seemed to 
touch them. B. No. No. C. Not positive. While I did not notice 
independent motion of the curtains, I am almost sure that the 
curtain was held open, as I stood there, without being touched 
by either the figure or Mr. Z. On mentioning this to Mr. Frost, 
he recalled seeing the same thing under more conclusive cir- 
cumstances. D. Think so. FE. Did not think of this. F. Yes. 
Yes. G. Did not observe. H. I do not recall it. I. Yes, I am 
sure. J. Yes. No. K. (No answer.) L,. I think not. No. 
M. I would say curtains did not move, but am not sure, as did 
not notice this feature especially. N. Am not certain. O. It 
seemed so to me, when I was standing at the curtain. P. At the 
first parting of the curtains I saw the narrow black space very 
gradually widen, but saw no extended arms or white figure un- 
til the curtains were considerably parted. Before Mrs. Z. re- 
appeared in the black gown, leaving the cabinet, the West cur- 
tain billowed out into the room, as though some one were 
pushing against it. I took it to be a signal, as Miss Z. sprang 
up and hurried to the curtain and put out her hands and sup- 
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gy Mrs. Z. from the room. Q. I do not know. R. Yes. 
es. 

WHEN STANDING AT THE CuRTAIN OPENING Was Your 
View OsscureD BY YouR Own SHADOW, oR Dip You STAND 
Asipe To Let ALL Licut PossiBLe STRIKE THE FicurEs? 

A. My view was not obscured. B. Perhaps light may have been 
partly obstructed, as I looked very closely into face of the 
figure. C. I stepped aside to avoid obscuring the figure by 
my shadow. Mr. Z. suggested this to me first. D. Do not 
think I was in my own light. E. Stood aside, so what light 
there was could strike figure. F. (No answer.) G. View ap- 
parently not obscured. I think Z. may have been in a position 
to cast shadow had he so desired. H. I tried to move so that 
light would shine into the opening. Mr. Z. suggested it. I. The 
light was dim, but I got all there was to be had. J. Stood aside. 
K. (No answer.) L. Partially obscured by my shadow. M. 
T let light shine on face as much as possible. In face, first fig- 
ure was taller than lam. N. Was not called to curtain at all. 
O. My view was not obscured. P. Cautioned by Mr. Z., I 
looked closely at the features of figure, but found the light 
trying, and stood sidewise to let the light better strike the face 
of the figure. Q. No. I stood aside and let light strike the fig- 
ure. R. Stood aside. 

WerE Arms, Hanns, Necks or Faces Bare or CoverRED? 
WERE THEY OF SAME DEGREE OR QUALITY OF WHITENESS AS 
CLOTHING? 

A. Arms, hands and face uncovered. My attention was con- 
centrated on the features rather than clothing. I think white- 
ness was about the same. B. Everything covered except part 
of face which seemed to be same color as faces of others in the 
room. C. (a) Face of figure bare; much darker than clothes, 
especially about eyes. (b) Noticed twice that right hand of 
figure was much whiter even than the clothes; saw this once 
when the hand was only a few inches from my face, and again 
on another figure from my seat at the side of room. D. Face 
seemed bare and as white as clothing. E. Arms covered with 
apparently one thickness of material, good healthy flesh and 
blood arms and hands. Head draped, draperies concealing most 
of the face. F. (No answer.) G. Face and hands bare, not of 
same whiteness as clothing. (I give impressions from a dim 
memory.) H. “ May’s” neck covered—see 17 and 18. My 
impression is: quality of whiteness of clothing and skin was the 
same. I. Hands and faces were bare, but I would say not as 
white as the clothing, though very white. J. Face uncovered. 
No. Less white. K. (No answer.) L. Only face bare. Yes. 
M. Faces were bare. Face of first figure ashy white. Second 
very different, quite dark in comparison. N. My distance pre- 
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vented my seeing anything distinguishable. O. Hands and faces 
were bare. The same general whiteness was over all. P. 
Wrists, hands and face seemed uncovered. The hands seemed 
less white than the clothing, suggesting gray white. The arms 
were covered by white drapery which floated about the fore 
arm when arms were raised. Q. Face seemed bare. Hands 
were bare. Face was slightly yellowish gray, and hands were 
waxy, not the color of the garments. R. Arms partly covered. 
Hands and face bare. Not same quality as clothing, and dif- 
ferent whiteness. 

Ir, AssuMING THAT THE Figure SEEN Was THAT OF THE 
MepiumM HersELF MASQUERADING, How Woutp You Ac- 
COUNT FOR THE CoLor OF SKIN? IF REPLY Is By APPLICATION 
oF PowpeER or Cosmetic Pastr, How Account For TRANS- 
PORTATION INTO CABINET, ALso How Account For SUCCEss- 
FUL REMOVAL From Face AND ArMs AFTER Last MATERIAL- 
IZATION AND BEForE Mepitum EMERGED From CaBINET? 

A. I cannot account for it. I think sufficient cosmetics could 
not have been taken into the cabinet. B. Do not think any- 
thing had been applied to medium’s face. The light in the room 
made all look ghastly. C. No theory. The white hand might 
have been bathed previously in some weakly fluorescent solu- 
tion; but that would hardly answer for the clothes. I do not 
believe that any such thing was done. Experiments could settle 
the point, at least as to its possibility. D. Powder or material 
introduced with garb. Light too dim to tell whether it was 
chalk or veil.. E. This is answered in No. 24. Arms and hands 
had good healthy flesh and blood appearance. Face could easily 
be distorted and changed by an ordinary elocutionist, and the 
lines of the draperies and green light could not help but add to 
the effect. F. Gauze was previously painted, but so thin that it 
had flesh tints. Painted places were found (?) where more 
light was put on. Tiny flash lamp may have been used. 
| Handwriting not clear in this reply, and some words may be 
wrong.| G. The skin did appear as if powdered. This feat 
not startling. A small vial of powder would do the trick. H. 
Not possible without detection or after appearance if cosmetic 
was a paste. If powder, perhaps possible. I. I could not say 
positively that this color of the skin was not natural in the 
green light. Yet I would incline to think it was—making a good 
point in favor of genuine phenomena. J. (No answer.) K. 
(No answer.) L. The colored light. M. Color of faces seen 
by me were not just such as I have ever seen elsewhere, and 
am confident could not have been due to cosmetics, etc. The 
time intervening between apparitions would not permit of ma- 
nipulation. N. Could not see color of skin, as explained above. 
O. I fail to see how cosmetics could account for the color of 
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the skin. P. The color of the skin seemed like that of all 
people in the room, made to appear a peculiar white by the col- 
ored light, or by that and the use of chemicals we smelled. Q. 
The green light must have had something to do with the color. 
Anyway, the first materialization was not viewed closely by 
anyone; and after that Mr. Z. was close to the curtains, I don’t 
think cosmetics were used or were necessary. R. (No answer.) 
Wuat or WuHo SEEMED To CausE OPENING OF CuRTAINS? 
Wuat or Wuo SEEMED To Hotp THEM OPEN? WERE ONE 
or Born Hanps oF FicurE FrEE WHILE CurTAINS WERE 
HeEtp Open? IF Free, WHat Stitt HeLtp Curtains Open? 
A. Curtains seemed to move themselves. Right hand was free. 
I did not notice the left hand at all. B. The figure opened 
curtains with hands and arms and held them open with hands 
and arms. C. See answer to No. 22 above. I think that at 
one time I saw the curtains held open without visible touch. 
I was attending to another point at the time, however. Would 
like to investigate this point further. D. Hands of figure opened, 
and they or the body kept curtains apart. E. The arms of the 
figure. Sometimes only one side was held open by arm. Some- 
times both arms held both sides of curtain. F. Medium. G. 
My attention was by intent upon the face of the figure. I could 
not, did not see the curtains. H. Some of the figures opened 
curtains themselves. Did not observe what held them open 
when my figure No. 2 held her hands together. I. I think I 
saw the curtains opened and held open when neither the ma- 
terialization nor anyone outside touched them. I am very sure 
of it. I would suggest telekinesis. J. Can’t say. No one, ap- 
parently. K. (No answer.) L. Don’t know. M. (No an- 
swer.) N. Could not see. O. The curtains seemed to open of 
themselves. They seemed suspended in air. The figure could 
not have been holding them open. P. The person or the figure 
seemed to hold the curtains open—her shoulders, or elbows or 
hips, just as when one stands between hanging portiéres. Yes, 
she held out both hands and arms to me while curtains were 
apart. She raised her arms to close curtains. Q. The curtains 
were raised in a manner similar to those on the stage of the 
woman’s club as I remember a series of hooks and a string. 
Could Miss Z. have assisted? Both hands were free, but I can- 
not say that the curtains were held up when I was there. R. 
The figure could not open curtains. I tried to open them before 
and found it impossible to do so standing at one side. The fig- 
ure’s hands were free while curtain was being drawn open and 
closed. 

Dm You OsserveE CLotHinc BELow Bust LINE or WAIST 
Lineé? Dip You SEE Any CoverINnc oF Feet? Descrise. 

A. Seemed a diaphanous flowing robe, except for one in which 
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I saw white ankles and slippers. B. Did not observe specially 
below waist line. My impression is that draperies reached to 
the floor. C. No. D. Saw white clothing of feet, like stock- 
ings. E. Only draperies. F. No. G. No. H. No. Waist line 
not observed. No. Feet covering not observed. I think I 
can recall seeing the lower clothes, but not really “ observing ” 
them. I. White slippers with heels and white stockings below 
draperies in several cases whenever I noticed. J. Same white 
film. No. K. (No answer.) L. I didn’t look at feet. M. No. 
No. N. Could not see from distance I was. O. At one time 
the materialization seemed to wear white stockings and slippers, 
while the filmy draperies were several inches from floor. P. 
Yes. I particularly noticed all the evening (as I sat directly 
opposite the center of the curtain) that the clothing below the 
waist line seemed thick and substantial, and appeared bulky as 
though there was clothing under the white outer garments. 
No, I did not see the feet or covering of the feet. Q. No. R. 
Yes. White slippers and stockings. 

Dip You ReEcocnizE THE Mepium In Any oF THE “ Ma- 
TERIALIZATIONS?” Couip You Swear To Ir? 

A. No. B. I am quite sure it was the medium’s face. C. No. 
At first I thought the face I had seen twice was that of Mrs. 
Z., but I was much less sure after I looked carefully at Mrs. 
Z. in the light afterward. It might have been. D. No. E. 
Medium was certainly easily recognized in both materilizations 
I saw when at the cabinet. F. (No answer.) G.I was morally 
certain that I saw the medium. ‘To be sure, the light was dim, 
the figure before me very indistinct. Moreover I had not seen 
the medium herself long enough to become positively acquainted 
with her features. My belief therefore is not based on specifia- 
ble evidence. Perhaps I should say that the figure “ impressed ” 
me as being that of the medium. I may add that this “ impres- 
sion” induced in me at the time a profound conviction. H. 
Neither of the figures that of the medium. Could swear to it 
notwithstanding fact that Fig. No. 1 and medium were about 
the same height, as I have had opportunity since to carefully 
observe medium. Fig. No. 2 that came five seconds later was 
as far removed from appearance of medium as black is from 
white. I recognized her face, her figure and her attitude posi- 
tively as that of my half-sister who died Feb. 5th. I. I sawa 
resemblance, but could not swear it was she, at least once. J. 
I thought so. No. K. (No answer.) L.I think so. No. M. 
I could swear as far as two I saw were concerned, neither was 
at all like her in size or feature. N. No. O.I did not recognize 
the medium. P. It semed to me the face and figure of Mrs. Z. 
No, I could not swear to it. O. No. I sensed a familiarity in 
the face, but cannot tell whether it was because I recognized 
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the medium, or that it resembled a dead friend. R. Cannot 
swear to any of it—but it was a good fake if it was a fake. 


Dip You RecocnizE CLEARLY SOME FriEND IN A MArTERIAL- 
IZATION, Not THE Meptum? Give Sucu Detaits As You 
ArE WILLING To. 

A. No. B. No. C. No. D. No. E. No. F. (No answer.) 
G. None. H. See 17 and 18. Also would add that figure 
number two had a bent back. Top of her head in consequence 
was not over four feet six inches above the floor, which is as she 
was in life for many years before she passed away; and her 
glance towards me was in consequence a diagonal upward 
glance, also true to life. I. A good general resemblance as to 
height, shape of face, but not close enough to be certain either 
way, yes or no. Not a clear recognition. J. No. K. (No an- 
swer.) L. No. It looked like the medium to me—just her size 
and shape. M. Yes. N. No. O. I did not recognize a friend. 
The materialization bore only a slight resemblance to a friend. 
P. No. Q. I was concentrating on my grandmother who was the 
height of the first figure that appeared to me, but it was not 
enough like her for me to be sure either time. Since then. as 
I look back, she seemed more like my mother-in-law in her last 
illness ; but almost any old woman with suffering and an open 
mouth would look the same, or approximately so. R. Yes. 
Question 17. The daughter and I compared notes after, and 
the figure’s hair was arranged the same, as well as features the 
same. 

Dip You Have A Dovustrut REcocNniITION? GrveE DETAILs. 
A. No. B. No. C. No. D. No. E. No. F. (No answer.) 
G. None. H. No, except so far as it is mentioned in 17-18. 
I. Yes. Doubtful. Height, shape of face, proportions of face, 
relative size and shape of features about right. Expression 
lacking. J. No. K. (No answer.) L. No. M.T first did not 
recognize first figure. Then was doubtful. N. No. O. (No 
answer.) P. No recognition except that it appeared to be Mrs. 
Z. Q. The hands were not at all the hands of my grandmother. 
My grandmother’s hands and knuckles were enlarged with 
rheumatism. R. (No answer.) 

Dip You Set A MATERIALIZATION You Dip Not REcocnize, 
But Coutp Swear Was Not THE MeEptum ? 

A. I could not swear to anything in such a dim light. T think 
it was the medium. B. No. C. No. D. No. E. No. F. (No 
answer.) G. No. H. No. I. Not with absolute certainty. 
J. No. K. (No answer.) L. No. M. (No answer.) N. No. 
O. I am very certain the figure was not the medium. P. No. 
It seemed to me to be the medium. QO. No. R. (No answer.) 


Coutp You Sere CLEARLY? How Asout Your Eyrts? How 
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Asout THE Licut? Dip Your SHapow INTERFERE WITH 
Your View? 

A. As clearly as anyone could with the dim light. My shadow 
did not interfere with the view. B. As clearly as light would 
allow. My eyes are good. Shadow did not interfere seriously. 
C. (a) No. (b) My left eye tests about the average; right 
eye very poor, even with optical aid. I think both are more 
sensitive than the average in dim light. (c) The light was en- 
tirely too dim for distinct vision. (d) I stepped aside to avoid 
interference by my shadow. D. No. My eyes were within six 
inches of face of figure. Light very low. Do not think my 
shadow obscured my view materially. E. Could see as clearly 
as dim lighting permitted. Eyes good. No shadow. F. (No 
answer.) G. I can see clearly. Eyes extremely good. I 
thought I saw clearly on this occasion. H. With my glasses 
on, eyesight good. Had them on at my curtain call—may not 
have when I saw the “arm.” See 20-21. I. Good eyes. Do 
not wear glasses. Light dim for details. Not troubled by 
shadow. J. Fairly. Fair. Fair. No. K. (No answer.) L. 
Fine eyes—light poor. Shadow partly interfered. Too dim 
a light for me to see details clearly. M. Yes. Fair. No. N. 
(a) No. (b) Nearsighted, but corrected by lenses. (c) Not at 
curtain. O.I could see clearly. P. No. I had a feeling that 
the light or my eyes, or the standing so as to avoid a shadow, 
interfered. Yet the recollection of the white face, and its ex- 
pression and features seems clear. Q. Fairly. My eyes are 
good. The light was too low. No. R. Could see. 

How Dip You Fee, AsoutT THE GENUINENESS OF THE Ma- 
TERIALIZATIONS As SuCH WHEN THE SEANCE Was OVER 
SaturDAy Nicut? Now? 

A. I am still unconvinced, and was unconvinced at the close of 
the séance. Neither am I convinced that they were not genuine. 
B. Feel the ‘same now as at time of the show—that it was a 
fraud. C. Then and now I think it about a toss-up; the evi- 
dence is not conclusive either way. Perhaps genuineness is the 
more probable, in view of the strict precautions: but I am 
far from sure. D. Doubted them then and now. FE. Felt posi- 
tive is was a fraud. Feel more certain now. F. Fake. G. See 
below. H. Identity of figure No. 1 fairly good especially when 
it was so closely associated with form No. 2, and the latter 
well and satisfactorily identified. Subsequent events make 
identity of both more convincing still. Same will be subject of 
a circular letter to our sitters. I. Inclined to think genuineness 
probable after séance. More inclined so with time. J. Very 
sceptical. Still sceptical. K. I am not sure of either their genu- 
ineness or their fraud. I. Same now as then. A very interesting 
experience but not convincing to me. M. I felt them genuine 
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at séance and do now. N. Both then and now I feel that I did 
not get a fair chance to form any permanent or final conclusion. 
O. My feeling has not changed since the séance. There was 
nothing to cause me to doubt the genuineness of the material- 
izations, still I am uncertain. P. I did not consider them genu- 
ine. The swift appearance, the very many appearances, the 
fact that the figures never seemed to vary except in height— 
the fact that it was always a woman—and of the same general 
appearance from my seat—and the dropping by Mrs. Z. of a 
white cotton batting bow as she left, did not impress me as 
arguing for genuineness. I feel now the same as at that time. 
Q. I felt considerable doubt, and still do. R. Puzzled then and 
now. 


SPECIAL QUESTIONS TO COMMITTEE WHO CLOTHED 


34. 


35. 


36. 





THE MEDIUM. 


How Sure ArE You TuHat THE Mepium Dip Nort Have A 
SuPPLY OF WHITE CLOTHING AND CosMETICS Upon HER PeEr- 
SON WHEN SHE Lerr DINING Room For THE PARLOR? 

FE. Not at all sure. Any person could easily conceal things to 
carry. F. Not sure. J. Medium refused close examination, 
leaving unfavorable impression as to genuineness. L. I couldn't 
observe any secreted on her person, and I saw her front view 
pretty well. Didn’t see back of her at all. P. The medium un- 
clothed, and held out her arms at full length, calling our at- 
tention and asking “ What more could you ask.” It would 
have been extremely difficult to conceal very much upon her 
unclothed person, but perhaps chemicals might have been con- 
cealed in her hair or under her feet. Q. I am not sure, though if 
they were concealed it was very well done. 

In Gotnc From Drntnc Room To Partor Dip SHE Sroop 
AND Pick Up ANYTHING FrRoM THE FLoor or FRoM THE 
HovusrEHoLpD Goons AND Books PILED IN THE CorRIDOR? 

FE. Not as long as she was in my view. F. Don’t remember. 
Think not. J. No. L, Not that I remember. P. No. Her 
hands were held at considerable height by two members of the 
committee. Q. No. Absolutely. 

Dip You Asstst IN REMovinc MeEpium’s CLoTHEs? Or Dip 
SHE Remove THEM HeErsELF WitHout HeEtp? Dip SHE DeE- 
CLINE HELP? 

E. She removed them herself. F. Jerked away from everyone, 
getting as far away as possible. J. Yes. Principally without 
help. Don’t remember. L,. I think she declined help. P. She 
removed them. No one offered to assist in removing them. Q. 
She removed them without help. As I remember, no one of- 
fered to remove them. 
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In SucH RemovaL Coutp Marertats Have BEEN SHIFTED 
From Her CLotHes To THE Gown You CLoTHep Her IN AND 
SAME Kept HippEN? 

E.. Yes, when she turned partly away from us and pinned the 
gown. Could easily have pinned in draperies. F. Yes. J. I 
think it possible. L. I think not. P. There were a number of 
us watching her closely, as she put on the gown. Q. Possibly, 
if the article was small enough to palm, as she put on the gown. 
Dip You Assist IN PutTrinc ON THE BLAcK AcADEMIC GowN 
WuauicH WE PROVIDED? 

E. The gown was thrown over shoulders by me. F. No. J. 
She put it on herself. L. No. P. No, she put it on herself and 
gathered it together with one quick motion, and stepped toward 


the hall, offering her hands to two of the committee. Q. Her- 
self and pinned it. 


Dip You RELAx Your Critica, ScRUTINY oF HER Person AT 
ANY STAGE OF THE UNDRESSING AND DrEsstnc? Dim MEpIuM 
Suirt Her PosiTIoNn or CHANGE HER AtritupE In Any Sus- 
prclous MANNER Durinc Ir? 

E. The final pinning of the garment was suspicious. F. No. 
J. My faith in her integrity had weakened when she refused 
examination and I think my scrutiny was less close in conse- 
quence. L. I think not. Not that I noticed. P. No, I watched 
her, but she faced me most of the time. No one saw her back, 
unless it was Mrs. [sitter E.], who stood at her right side and 
a little back of her. I saw nothing suspicious except her quar- 
rel in resisting examination which may have been partly for 
the purpose of distracting attention. Q. Yes, when her cloth- 
ing was removed to her waist, as she seemed so indignant. 


Dm SHE Wear ALL THE CLOTHES WE Provipep? IF Not, 
Wuat Reason Dip SHE Give For ReFustnc THEM? DETAIL 
THE CoNvERSATION As NEARLY As You Can RECALL IT. 

E. Insisted she would not wear all those clothes. She said 
a good deal about not liking the intimation of suspicion in our 
expecting her to put so much on. Acted as though she might 
throw over the whole proposition, as she had all the work she 
could do in the city—all of which tended to embarrass us and 
throw us off our guard. F. No. Never wore white. Very 
much insulted over white underwear being suggested, also that 
more than one gown was provided. Very ill bred and unrea- 
sonable. J. Refused both under garments and two of our 
gowns. Indignant that her integrity and ability were ques- 
tioned, and threatened to leave if she were subjected to further 
examination or annoyance. L. Said she never wore a white 
union suit at a séance. Wouldn’t put on the hose, and waxed 
indignant at the idea of wearing three gowns. Was about to 
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depart, and required much soothing down. She wore only 
one gown. P. She wore no garments provided by the committee 
except the academic gown. I did not hear the objections she 
made, but observed her rude and insulting manner. Q. No. 
At first she merely demanded to know what the robes were, 
after rather rudely refusing the white undergarments. Saying 
she never wore white. When she said she would wear only 
one robe, some one told her of the suggestion of arranging these 
three robes, and she became very indignant, saying she did not 
come under test conditions. So this was the sort of crowd, etc. 
Dip Her REPORTED RESENTMENT OR ANGER CaAusE You To 
RELAX YOUR SCRUTINY? 

E. Quite considerably. F. Yes. I was disgusted. J. Possibly. 
L,. It may have, and was most probably by design. P. It did 
not in my case, as I was stimulated to a greater effort to hear, 
but it caused the ladies of the committee to converse among 
themselves, and one certainly turned her back upon the medium. 
Others moved about. Q. Yes. And it precluded examination 
of soles of feet, etc. 

WERE THE LADIES OF THE CLOTHING CoMMiITTEE Azsout HER 
ON DIFFERENT SiDEs, AND Was SHE IN Goop ViEw By SoME 
oF You From Ati Directions? Ir Not, Do You Tuinxk 
Tuts Is A REASON For SuspEcTiING THAT CLOTHING oR Cos- 
METICS CouLD Have BEEN SEcrETED ABoutT Her PrErson? 
FE. No one was behind her, but doubt if that would make any 
difference, for she would be prepared to have people on all 
sides. F. No one back of her as I recall it. Not especially. J. 
I think no one was at the back, but were at side and in front. 
It might have been. L. I don’t know. P. She was not in good 
view from the rear, but of course she knew from experience 
that some one might observe her back. Mrs. [sitter E.] could 
have moved on and observed her back, unless the medium was 
then too quick for her. Yes, she should have been examined 
thoroughly if it was to be evidential. Q. Yes. Yes. No, I 
think anything she might have concealed would have been too 
well hidden for us to have discovered with so superficial an 
examination. 


GENERAL QUESTIONS. 


Can You ExpLain Wuart You SAw oN THE BasiIs oF PLAIN 
FraupD? 

A. No. B. Yes. C. No, nor on any other basis. I do not con- 
sider fraud impossible, however. D. No. FE. Yes. F. Yes. G. 
Fraud might be adduced as an explanation. The charge of fraud 
however in the usual meaning of the word is too crude to carry 
much explanation in respect to these phenomena. What hap- 
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pens (on the basis of my present theory) is that the medium 
furnishes the sitter an indefinite sense-impression upon which 
as a nucleus the imagination builds in accordance with expecta- 
tion. The forms actually perceived, then, may be quite as mys- 
terious to the medium as to the sitters. H. No. I. No. J. 
Don’t attempt to. K. (No answer.) L. No all ledgerdemain 
artists can fool me. M. No. N. All I saw, Yes. O. No. P. 
“ Magicians ” can do more remarkable things, but perhaps not 
in such proximity to observers, nor under such cabinet condi- 
tions. Q. The only strange thing to me was the white garments. 
Otherwise anyone could do as well, from what I saw. R. (No 
answer. ) 


Woutp You Say Tuat Sucu Tuincs As WE Saw Coup Br 
ExpLAINED As DuE To HALLUCINATION? 

A. I should think not. B. No. C. Very improbable. D. No. 
E. No. F. No. G. No. Illusion. See James’s “ Principles of 
Psychology ” on “ Illusions due to expectation.” H. No. I. 
No. J. Hardly. K. (No answer.) L,. Not entirely, although 
the monotonous waltz, the queer dim light, and the quiet and 
hush, had its effect on all. M. No. No. What I saw, No. 
©. It seems doubtful that we all should have the same hallucina- 
tions. P. I do not know whether or not it could be so explained. 
©. No—If you mean seeing the figures. And Yes, if you mean 
recognition, as we were ***** in the mood. [Word not de- 
cipherable]. R. (No answer.) 

Wovtp You Consiper It A PosstBLE EXPLANATION THAT WE 
Were ALL HypnotizeEp?—AssuMING FRAUD ELIMINATED? 
A. I know I was not hypnotized. B. No. C. Exceedingly im- 
probable. The snirit theory is less wild. D. No. E. No. F. 
No. G. Nobody hypnotized. H. An absurd hypothesis. I. No. 
J. No. K. (No answer.) L. Kind of self-hypnotism, I think. 
M. No. N. No. O. It is not likely. P. I know nothing about 
possibilities of hypnotism. Q. No. R. (No answer.) 

Ir Repty To No. 44 Is Yes, WHat EvipENCE or AUTHORITY 
Can You Quote For THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE PHENOME- 
NON oF “CoLLectTIVE Hypnotism?” Anp Is Hypnotism, 
EITHER COLLECTIVE OR INDIVIDUAL, PossIBLE INITIALLY WITH- 
OUT THE KNOWLEDGE OR ACQUAINTANCE OF THE SUBJECT? 

A, B, (Noanswer.) C. (a) None. (b) Not to my knowledge. 
D, FE, F, G, H, I, J, K, (No answer.) L. Can’t say. M. (No an- 
swer.) N. I think circumstances were very propitious to induce 
a suggestibility. Not hypnotism. O. I know of no cases of 
“ collective hypnotism.” P. (a) None. (b) I understand that 
the knowledge or acquiescence of the subject is not necessary, 
and that therein lies one of the great dangers of misuse of hyp- 
notism. Q. I cannot quote any authority but have heard of 
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many cases of collective hypnotism told by eye witnesses—one 
of them Dhan Gopal Mukerji, a Brahman of Calcutta, who lec- 
tured recently. R. (No ans.) 


Ir “ Hypnotism ” Is THE EXPLANATION, WHO Was THE Hyp- 
NOTIZER? 

A, B, (No answer.) C. Would one person necessarily be re- 
sponsible? What effect of “atmosphere?” D, FE, F, G, H, 
I, J, K, (No answer.) L. Self-hypnotism. M. (No answer.) 
N. Not “hypnotism,” but impressionable. O. (No answer.) 
P. Mr. Z. (The medium’s husband). Q. Mr. Z. I suppose, tho, 
I do not believe we were hypnotized. R. (No answer.) 


CouLp SucH Tuincs BE EXPLAINED As THE WorKINGS OF 
THE Susconscious MIND oF THE MeEpium? Awnp IF So, 
Wuat EvipeNnce or AutHority Can You Quote To Sup- 
port SucH AN HyporuHEsis? 

A. I don’t know. B. No. C. Wild hypothesis. No evidence. 
D. Think not. E. No. F. Don’t know. Not to me in this case. 
G. I know of no evidence that supports such a theory. H. 
Schrenck-Notzing asserts his materializations were “ material- 
ized thought forms ” of the medium, and he presents some in- 
teresting evidence for it that is really startling. See his book 


mentioned in 20 and 21. His supposing, as it were, the hypnotic 
sleep upon the ordinary mediumistic trance seems to have 
added the element of hypnotic suggestion, the ectoplasmic 
forms thus being aborted into what he can well call “ thought 


9 


forms.” I. This explanation of materialization does not seem 
to me possible. J. (No answer.) K. (No answer.) L. (No 
answer.) M. (No answer.) N. I think not. O. I do not 
know. P.I do not know. Q. Yes, if it were not for the gar- 
ments. R. (No answer.) 


CouLD THE Exursition Have BEEN Wuat Ir Purportep To 
Be—“ Sprrit Return?” IF So, How So? If Not, Wuy 
Nort? 

A. I am unable to answer. B. No. Nothing supernatural 
about it. C. Possibly so, but I do not know “ How so.” D. 
Possibly. Materializations vague because of sceptical group. 
Whvy no men or children materialized? E. No. Too evident 
it was fraud. Prof. Z.’s remarks so shallow, and were chat- 
ter. Very poor explanation. F. Too obviously fraud with 
daughter and husband there. G. Phenomena witnessed can be 
explained without use of spiritistic hypothesis. H. Considering 
the totality of what happened, provided the clothing committee 
did its work well, “ spirit return ” is a much better explanation 
than 42, 43 or 44. I. I think it might be. The Schrenck- 
Notzing investigations give a clue to method. J. I can’t think 
so. I don’t think any spirits from a higher plane would be- 
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little any earnest endeavor to get into communication with them 
by using such very questionable mediums. (I don’t mean Mrs. 
Z., | mean the method.) K. (No answer.) L. (No answer.) 
M. (Noanswer.) N. I am not prepossessed to say at this time. 
O. I am unable to form an opinion. P. Yes, if Mr. Z. and 
Miss Z. had not been present, and Mrs. Z. had submitted to ex- 
amination, one might consider the matter from the standpoint 
of “ spirit return ;” but considering the presence of three mem- 
bers of the family, none of whom were examined, and all of 
whom are dependent upon these phenomena for income, one 
would want better test conditions before the conclusion would 
be “ spirit return,” unless one could unmistakably recognize one 
of the figures as a friend not now alive. Q. (No answer.) R. 
(No answer. ) 

DoEs THE EXHIBITION SUPPORT THE WoRKING HypoTHEsIs OF 
Mr. GAMBIER Botton IN THE OpENING oF His Book 
“ Guosts In Sotip Form ” Quotrep In Mr. HAMLIN’s BULLE- 
TIN OF ApriL 21 (AGAIN QuoTEep HEREWITH) ? 

WORKING HYPOTHESIS—THAT UNDER CERTAIN 
KNOWN AND REASONABLE CONDITIONS OF TEM- 
PERATURE, LIGHT, ETC., ENTITIES, EXISTING IN 
A SPHERE OUTSIDE OUR OWN, HAVE DEMON- 
STRATED AGAIN AND AGAIN TO MANIFEST THEM- 
SELVES ON EARTH IN TEMPORARY BODIES MA- 
TERIALIZED FROM AN, AT PRESENT, UNDISCOV- 
ERED SOURCE, THROUGH THE AGENCY OF CER- 
TAIN PERSONS OF BOTH SEXES, TERMED “ SENSI- 
TIVES,” AND CAN BE SO DEMONSTRATED TO ANY 
PERSON WHO WILL PROVIDE THE CONDITIONS 
PROVED TO BE NECESSARY FOR SUCH A DEMON- 
STRATION. 

A. It would seem so. B. No. C. Possibly. Am not sure. 
While this paragraph reads very nicely, what are the “ known 
and reasonable conditions of light” etc.? For example, light 
of short wave lengths is said to be particularly detrimental to 
all these phenomena. But a spectroscopic examination of the 
green light that we used showed that a perceptible amount of 
blue light was present, in addition to the obvious green and red. 
Yellow and violet light missing. The blue light didn’t spoil our 
spooks—hence, were they fakes? D. Possibly but not probably. 
E. No. F. No. G.I should say it does not. H. Yes, with the 
qualifications mentioned in 48. I. If genuine, it certainly does. 
J. Not this exhibition. K. (No answer.) L. Not tome. M. 
(No answer.) N. To answer this question either Yes or No I 
require more experience. One instance is never enough for me. 
O. It seems to do so. P. The uncertainty in regard to collusion 
of Mr. and Miss Z. would prevent its being a support to the 
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above theory. Q. Possibly, but why did no men or children or 
even young women appear? Aged, or at least old women. 
Looked much the same always. R. (No answer.) 

How Dip You LIKE THE “ Major” AND THE BasBy TALK? 
WILL THE SITTER WHo Best HeEarpD THE BaBy TALK PLEASE 
Tet, Wuat He Can As To Its Purport, Or WHat Was 
Sal. 

A. I disliked both of them. B. I thought it a poor attempt 
by the medium to assume another voice. C. Not well enough 
acquainted with Major and the child to have any likes or dis- 
likes yet. Voices of all were strikingly similar to Mrs. Z.’s. 
I was the sitter “ who best heard the baby talk.” I was al- 
lowed to enter the cabinet, and to carry on a conversation with 
the voice. Mr. Z. had beckoned to me soon after the voice had 
exchanged greetings with Mr. and Miss Z. The figure did 
not materialize, and the cabinet was totally dark, so that I saw 
absolutely nothing. Our conversation was somewhat extended, 
so I cannot remember all that was said. I had a growing feel- 
ing that the imitation of baby talk was poor. These points 1 
do remember distinctly: (1) The “ baby” said that she could 
not materialize because her mother would not let her come; (2) 
that if she would, I could not see her in the cabinet, because 
“she was not phosphorus” and needed artificial light to be 
seen; (3) she admitted that she was talking through her 
mamma ; (Her voice seemed to come from where the medium’s 
head should be) (4) She urged me to “ investigate the phe- 
nomena.” (5) She told me that I would be able to get auto- 
matic writing. (Evidently her dope was wrong there; tests so 
far have failed to give me so much as a scratch.) (6) She ex- 
plained that the major was her grandfather, and that Grandpa 
Stead was her adopted grandpa. I can’t recall just how she 
said that. D. Major’s guttural growl seemed unnecessary and 
a fraud, though it was masculine for the medium’s voice. 
Coughs followed it sometimes. Baby talk sounded unnatural. 
E. The Major’s voice was unmistakably the voice of the me- 
dium. Any elocutionist is used to changing the voice. But 
the tone qualities cannot be entirely changed. F. No. G. 
Rather ordinary, I thought. Nothing to show that sounds were 
not conciously made by Mrs. Z. H. The Major reminded me 
of “ Starlight” the cabinet control of De Witt Hough at the 
New York séances I attended. I interviewed “ Starlight ” face 
to face twenty inches distant, he touching me and talking to me 
and answering questions. His was a “ poll-parrot” voice— 
squeaky and high. It is noted by many writers that the cabinet 
controls very often have poorly made voices. I. I personally 
dislike army officers and babies. I don’t find the Major very 
evidential. Yet it might be all right. I’m inclined to be sus- 
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picious of this stuff. J. Not at all; and the baby talk was not 
that of a baby. K. I did not care particularly for the Major. 
L. The Major talk was overdone and not natural. M. (No 
answer.) N. Iam without formulated opinion. O. I did not 
care for either. P. The voice of the Major seemed an assumed 
voice. I did not hear the baby talk. Q. The Major’s voice is 
easily simulated by a woman. The child’s voice was probably 
an adult’s voice, especially the impossible laughter. No child 
laughs like that. R. Not so much interest in what I heard as in 
what I saw. 

Wuat Dip You THINK oF Mr. Z.’s REMARKS CONCERNING 
Wuat He “ Saw” IN THE CABINET WHILE THE SEANCE Was 
In ProcREss? 

A. They were very vague. B. Pure “bunk.” C. Mr. Z. made 
a very interesting and likely story, in some ways even if he 
couldn’t tell how he “saw” it all. I am convinced that he 
never misses an opportunity to tell a good story. D. He im- 
pressed me as sincere, though his claim of seeing many forms 
trying to materialize did not convince me one way or the other. 
E. Very cut and dried, like a part learned. Very shallow and 
superficial. F. Amusing. G. Suggestion. H. Mr. Z.’s remarks 
to me aside, and later to the sitters were substantially this: “I 
never saw the Major have such a hard time getting these spirits 
to come to the front and show themselves. They all seem 
timid. At times the cabinet seems full of them. The trouble 
to-night is not with the sitters—it is with the spirits.” 

A suggestion—We were all of us a fresh, new bunch, the large 
majority sceptical or agnostic, and it is not hard to imagine 
that whoever might seek communication with us would be 
equally new and fresh and inexperienced, and perhaps timid or 
prejudiced. Therefore I suspect Mr. Z.’s remark was not en- 
tirely professional “ patter,” or said “ for effect.” 

Charles N. Jones, President of the Board of Trustees of the 
American Society for Psychical Research, with whom I at- 
tended the New York séances, told me two men of science at- 
tended one of those séances with him, and of the cabinet figures 
that appeared, not one of them advanced farther than a foot 
or two from the cabinet. In my case, where there was but one 
person besides myself and Mr. Jones as sitters, the twenty 
or more figures,—nearly all of them, walked all about the room 
and hobnobbed with us in many cases as long as four or five 
minutes. Not that I was a “ believer ” and uncritical. I merely 
was fortified in advance with a knowledge that a sympathetic 
attitude, with lack of mental antagonism, is more conducive to 
spontaneity and freedom on the part of “ spirit ” figures; and 
I was able to put myself into a sympathetic attitude of mind, 
while yet preserving my critical and discriminating faculties. 
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Mr. Z.’s “ seeing” these conditions inside the cabinet may well 
be believed, and I think, ascribable to “clairvoyance.” I. 
If the phenomenon is genuine, it carries Mr. Z.’s clairvoyance 
all right. If not, of course, that falls down. What he said 
strikes me not unfavorably. J. Didn’t hear them. K. They 
seemed hazy to me. L. Quite clever. He had his part down 
very “ pat.” M. (No answer.) N.I wish he hadn’t said what 
he did, because it smacked too much of a justification of what 
was not at all a successful séance. O. His remarks were rather 
vague and indefinite. P.I did not hear Mr. Z.’s remarks. Q. 
His remarks sounded like the patter of the trade to me. The 
things he said did not contribute to my feeling as much as the 
way he said them. R. (No answer.) 


Wovutp You Care To Try ANYTHING OF THE SorT AGAIN AT 
A Fre oF Two or THREE Dotiars For THE SAKE OF THE 
More SATISFACTORY CONDITIONS OpTaInInc At A SELECT 
PrIvATE SEANCE, As ContTrASTED To A Pusiic SEANCE IN A 
LarcE Hat, WitxH Two or THree Hunprep SITrers? 

A. Yes indeed. B. Not unless there was a promise of something 
more mysterious than last time. C. Yes, once more. Not more, 
with this bunch, unless the results seem to indicate the possi- 
bility of much more satisfaction than the first sitting gave. 
Possibly other mediums could be obtained. I should like very 
much to get into touch with the lady (one of the sitters) who 
said that she could move a table. Any possibility of this? I 
am in favor of a small society for investigating such phe- 
nomena. D. Yes. FE. No thank you. F. Not with same 
family. G. Not with Mrs. Z. Would be interested in seeing 
some other medium. Note—Let me say I am well convinced— 
I shall not dogmatize—that all phenomena witnessed can be ex- 
plained on naturalistic grounds. This does not mean that the 
phenomena are not interesting. They are worth some study. 
But they do not support spiritualism. H. Yes, very glad to. 
In fact, have already, since this séance, attended three more— 
one private [public ?] and two private, which I will tell about in 
a circular letter to our twenty sitters, after receipt of their filled 
out questionnaires, so that their replies hereto may not be preju- 
diced by new matter. I. Yes. J. Yes—but I hardly think I 
should put much credence in anything done by the Zs. unless | 
could absolutely control them. K. Yes. L. Not with the same 
medium. M. Yes. N. Yes. O. I should like very much to 
attend another such séance. P. Yes, very much. Q. Yes indeed, 
but I wish the daughter would stay away, also that we might 
have Mr. Z. stay away from the cabinet altogether, or approach 
it with hands held, and not approach so near during the séance. 
R. Yes. 
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The above is submitted from purely scientific motives. Kindly 
endeavor to answer each question in a logical and impartial way, 
carefully guarding against forming a judgment upon a priori 
grounds. Fill out and return promptly to Irving Hamlin. 
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NOTES FROM PERIODICALS. 
3y GARDNER Murpny, A. M. 


Even to one primarily concerned with mental phenomena, the 
impression is borne home that this is a period of extraordinary 
progress in the study of the physical phenomena of psychical re- 
search. In addition to the cases already noticed recently, there 
have for some time been rumors of a new and extraordinary 
case in Naples. These rumors have now received remarkable 
verification, for in the Revue Métapsychique for November- 
December there appear two articles on the phenomena of Pasquale 
Erto, whose chief manifestations are the production of lights. 
The first article, by Dr. L. R. Sanguinetti of the Faculty of 
Medicine of Paris and Siena, recounts experiments begun in 
February 1922. The medium, submitting to a thorough search 
of his body, goes into trance while the room is brightly lighted. 
A faint red light is soon substituted. An apparent change in 
personality then takes place, and a control begins to speak. Rays 
of light begin to shine from the body of the medium, varying in 
color, length and form. They seem somewhat like needles, rang- 
ing in length from about four to six yards. The direction of 
the rays can be varied by the medium. The light may also take 
the form of globes and other shapes; a photograph showing a 
brilliant oval luminosity is reproduced. One of the investigators 
allowed the light to strike his skin at close range ; turning on the 
full white light, it was found that his skin showed plainly an ap- 
pearance like sunburn. Marked changes in temperature are also 
reported near the medium’s hands. The experimental control 
has at present become quite rigorous. The medium is seated 
in a solid wooden cage surrounded by a metal grill, and the 
door of the cage is guarded by three locks. The phenomena 
are in no way interfered with by this control. The great Italian 
neurologist, Bianchi, has himself made important observations 
on the case.—The second article dealing with this medium in the 
Revue, by Dr. William Mackenzie, describes further phenomena 
of the same medium, including telekinesis, violent sounds, and 


ce 


~ et st h06coeftlhCUrSthlC CUCU 





Notes from Periodicals. 159 


the unexplained untying and retying of knots. One of the most 
bizarre effects is seen in a photograph of the medium seated in 
a chair. The exposure was such as to make the chair, and the 
apparent shadow of the medium on the wall behind, very plainly 
visible, though the medium is invisible. A careful reading of the 
two articles is not likely to leave the reader with much upon 
which to base a hypothesis of fraud. The case seems to be of ex- 
traordinary importance, and its further investigation will un- 
doubtedly be of great value. 

Students of Dr. Crawford's reports on the Goligher circle will 
be intensely interested in the able discussion of the present status 
of those phenomena given in the S. P. R. Journal for January 
by Mr. E.. J. Dingwall, in a review of Dr. E. E. Fournier D’Albe’s 
“The Goligher Circle; May to August, 1921.” The review 
points out that Dr. Crawford never imposed such conditions as 
would establish his case before the bar of science; but that Dr. 
Fournier D’Albe has failed just as completely to show that the 
phenomena were frauduently produced. In a series of twenty 
sittings Dr. Fournier D’Albe did indeed notice suspicious things, 
—for example, that certain movements may have been made to 
trick the observer, and that the apparent plasma may be chiffon. 
Sut he does not in any sense prove his point; he does not explain 
how any large proportion of the phenomena were produced; and 
he asks the reader to accept his impression as sufficient refutation 
of Dr. Crawford’s long-continued work. Further, Mr. Dingwall 
notes that Dr. Fournier D’Albe “ did not apparently witness any 
of the larger phenomena under good conditions as described by 
Dr. Crawford, Sir William Barrett, or Mr. Whately Smith.” 
Mr. Dingwall admits fully that the nature of the Goligher phe- 
nomena is clouded in doubt. The case can only be cleared up 
when the Goligher family allow a complete examination of the 
phenomena at the hands of experts. “ The truth about the Bel- 
fast phenomena still remains to be discovered, and it is for the 
Goligher family to decide whether it shall be arrived at or not.” 

The January number of the Journal of the S. P. R. contains 
a discussion (by three officers of the Society) of Mr. Harry 
Price’s sitting with Mr. Hope on February 24th, 1922, which was 
reported in the May Journal of the S. P. R. An article published 
by Mr. Hewat McKenzie in Light, for November 24th, 1922, had 
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called in question the conclusions reached by Mr. Price; and the 
present article is a re-examination of the case. A discussion of 
the case by Mr. McKenzie appears also in the January number of 
The Quarterly Transactions of the British College of Psychic 
Science. To do any justice to the complexity of the facts would 
require more space than we can properly give here; those specially 
interested should consult the articles named. 

The Scientific American for February contains an account, by 
J. M. Bird, of some early responses to the Scientific American 
offer of prizes for the production of physical phenomena under 
test conditions. The article deals briefly also with some aspects 
of the mental phenomena of psychical research. In a world of 
intolerance, it is extraordinarily reassuring to note the remarkable 
fairness and good sense of Mr. Bird and the editorial policy which 
he represents; and, moreover, that Mr. Bird has really studied 
the subject with care and honesty. Perhaps our readers will re- 
member Mr. Whately Smith’s report to the Lambeth Conference 
on the present status of evidence for survival. They will notice 
a difference between his statement and the following quotation 
from Mr. Bird; but they will, in any case, be interested in the 
summary and point of view given by Mr. Bird in these words: 
“ Just two explanations have been offered that meet the facts. 
One is the hypothesis of individual survival of death, followed 
by communication. The other is the hypothesis that there exists 
a faculty of communication between the minds of living persons, 
outside the usual channels of sense perception. Either theory, 
in order to account for all the facts, must be considerably elab- 
orated. The one requires a number of assumptions regarding the 
conditions of survival and of communication; the other demands 
equal liberality in assigning to the living mind powers and prop- 
erties which it is not demonstrated to possess. If the known facts 
verify one hypothesis and eliminate the other, that is the end of 
it. If they do not, we seek further facts that shall settle the mat- 
ter.” 


The extraordinary amount of interest aroused by Dr. Richet’s 
book Traité de Métapsychique is reflected in constant discussion in 
such periodicals as the Revue Métapsychique. The November- 
December issue contains a reply by Richet to the arguments of 
Ernest Bozzano, a reply by Bozzano, and a further comment by 
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Richet. The argument in brief is this: Richet explains the mass 
of phenomena ordinarily considered evidential of human survival 
by means of a broad concept termed “ cryptesthesia ” (which in- 
cludes certain latent capacities in the minds of living persons, as 
shown in the case of mediums,—capacities for telepathic and 
clairvoyant experience, even precognition and retrocognition. ) 
He insists therefore that there is no mass of facts which goes 
beyond this cryptesthesia in such a way as to argue conclusively 
for survival, and that the a priori presumption against survival is 
not overthrown by such facts as exist. He insists moreover that 
cryptesthesia is not a hypothesis but a demonstrated fact, and 
that his position represents simply a refusal to make an unneces- 
sary hypothesis. Bozzano insists that cryptesthesia in the sense 
of subconscious capacity for telepathic and clairvoyant experience 
is known to be a fact in cases in which a psychic rapport or means 
of communication is known to exist between the experiencer and 
the source of information; but that Richet has gone so far as to 
postulate a kind of universal cryptesthesia, in which it can oper- 
ate with practically no limitations, to comprise all knowledge past, 
present and future, human or extrahuman. Richet is evidently 
willing to stretch his cryptesthesia and to admit that he does not 
know its limits; Bozzano insists that it is easier to accept the 
prima facie case for survival than to do the required stretching 
of cryptesthesia. Bozzano believes, moreover, that many of the 
physical phenomena, cases of apparitions and haunting, and other 
forms of psychic phenomena not obviously telepathic or clair- 
voyant, point toward the truth of the hypothesis of survival._— 
Whatever we may think of these points of view, it seems clear 
that Richet’s book and his able defense of his position have 
brought home to the minds of students of psychic phenomena 
more clearly than ever before the necessity of finding out the 
limits of telepathy, clairvoyance, and other latent capacities which 
constantly complicate and confuse the apparent evidence for sur- 
vival. Partly as a means of solving the survival problem, and 
partly for their own sake, such problems seem to stand in the 
front rank of matters for immediate attack. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE MEDIUMSHIP OF Mr. T. : 
New York, January 25, 1923. 


Dear Dr. PRINCE: 

Your very admirable study in the January number, of my sit- 
tings with “ Mr. T.,” opens up a new aspect of the “ book tests.” 

I have very great confidence in the honest intentions of “ Mr. 
T.” and his backers, and yet I am entirely ready to believe that 
he consulted the books you mention, and probably others. But 
I am not ready to believe that he consulted them as “ Mr. T.,” 
but as Black Hawk. In fact, with the candor which, so far as 
I have observed, has marked the entire proceedings, his backers 
told me (or told somebody who told me, I forget which) that in 
anticipation of the first sitting when I was present, they told 
Black Hawk—that is, Mr. T. in trance as Black Hawk—that 
some persons in Who’s Who were coming to the next sitting, and 
that he had better read up on them. 

Of course this is something that trained investigators would 
have been slow to do unless they wanted to experiment in book 
tests ; and equally of course it is something that backers of fraud 
would never have told anybody. 

But even if it shall be established that Mr. T’s powers include 
those already manifested by others in “‘ book tests,” there will be 
an additional field for study in the supernormal memory he must 
be manifesting in keeping so full and so well in hand, the knowl- 
edge acquired thru the super-usual reading. The matter that he 
gave me was but a small part of that given at the sittings. 

These two possible sources of the phenomena—super-usual 
reading and super-usual memory—would, however, strike some 
students as less probable than plain old-fashioned telepathy from 
the postcarnate consciousnesses represented. I am amused and 
not altogether unedified, and perhaps you will be, at my being 
able perfectly spontaneously and sincerely to make the use I did 
above of the adjectives “ plain” and “ old-fashioned.” 

I don’t think I have claimed that much in the sittings quoted 
was evidential, but I am more inclined to attribute the following 
details to visions and auditions than to the causes which you stg- 
gest. 
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I find it harder to believe that T. knew independently about 
my being at work on a clock, than that my father-in-law told 
him about it, and I find it still harder to believe that the old 
gentleman’s desire to be mentioned in the book was a chance shot 
by T. rather than a spontaneous impulse of the old gentleman 
himself. You, not knowing him, of course cannot feel the weight 
of this. 

There is no warrant whatever educed by you or conjecture 
by me, other than a visual impression on the part of T., that 
my father was “a stout man, thick set.”” And that his high hat 
was part of the vision seems to me vastly more probable than 
that it was a guess. In fact, among the considerable number of 
“ spiritistic”’ manifestations known to me, those seem among 
the most “ evidential; yet you, without any warrant that I can 
see exclude the “ stout man, thick set,” and with insufficient war- 
rant exclude the “ high hat.” 

If T. is simply acting Black Hawk, this was a mighty clever 
bit of acting: “ Now, old man, what do you want to know? (B. 
H. asks this of Mr. H.) Mr. H.: Before you went to sleep you 
had a vision of a man you thought would interest me. You saw 
a tall man witha beard. B. H.: I never told you. You are dream- 
ing yourself. What do you talk about? Mr. H.: Oh it was Mr. 
T. who told me. [1. e., Mr. T. and Black Hawk are not the 
same! H. H.] B.H.: You see that is a horse of another color!” 

The interest of my mother, of all the people mentioned or 
mentionable, in my home in Vermont, is another thing that the 
book-test hypothesis or the fraud hypothesis won’t account for. 
She was the one person of all to feel it; and of the suggested 
hypotheses, her expressing it seems to me the least untenable. 

Black Hawk’s repetition of the lines beginning: “ After life’s 
fitful fever” struck you as a momentary outbreak of the real 
man T. rather than the acted Black Hawk. They struck me 
rather as a repetition by Black Hawk of words impressed upon 
him by the visionary Mansfield. Moreover, in all these trance 
manifestations we constantly find the medium and the “ spirit ” 
mixed up. These remarks apply to your other criticisms of white 
man appearing thru the Indian. 

Referring to the hoped-for investigation of Mr. T. by the 
Society, you end by saying: “If similar correspondences of fact 
occur in similar volume, they will annihilate the force of this 
analysis and simply vindicate him.”’ My good friend, they have 
occurred: the mass of such things on record from Mr. T. and 
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ladled out at each of the sittings when I was present, “ vindicate ” 
him from any possibility of getting, holding and stating them as 


he did, by the usual exercise of any faculties yet usual in human 
experience. 


I look forward with great interest to the Society’s hoped-for 
investigation of Mr. T’s mediumship, and with equal confidence 
that whatever its share of the usual vagaries, it will be found 
fundamentally genuine. 

Faithfully yours, 
H. Horr. 


As the January analysis was for the purpose of showing that 
certain published material was not evidential of a supernormal 
source, not to prove that no supernormal source actually existed, 
we have nothing to say against Dr. Holt’s theory that “ Black 
Hawk” was a supernormal reader, except that the burden of 
proof is upon it, as the scientific rule is to turn to usual causes 
before recourse is had to super-usual ones. 

The particulars “ stout man, thick set,” were not excluded by 
us in the sense that we accounted for them. We merely thought 
that, having succeeded with so little trouble in finding 35 of the 
36 correct statements, it was reasonable to suppose that there 
might be one item in print which we had not happened to find. 

Our correspondent, in conjecturing that some sort of “ book 
tests’? may have been involved, does not mean to intimate that 
unevidential material takes on evidentiality when a particular 
title is applied to it. We should bear in mind that, regarded as 
book tests, these would be of quite a different character from 
those reported from England. Those professed to be book tests, 
while these claimed to be utterances of spirits and descriptions of 
spirits actually seen, which claim was, in extenso, false if “Black 
Hawk ” actually got his information by consulting books. Those, 
again, described the location of books in unknown libraries, and 
passages in the books. If they had consisted in finding references 
to public men whose identity was previously known, they would 
hardly have been regarded as convincing. These remarks are 
made for the benefit of the casual reader. 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


The Ghost World: Its Realities, Apparitions and Spooks. By G. W. 

Wickwar. London, 1921. Pp. 158. 

This book, according to the author, aims at being different from 
any other book on the subject. It is really a collection of ghost 
stories of which a good number have some relation to distinguished 
persons in various branches of human activity. The stories are well 
told, but an improvement would have been effected if Mr. Wickwar had 
given us some indication of the sources from which he has drawn his 
material. Without such references the book is of little use to psychic 
researchers, but some of the narratives might perhaps be used as illus- 


trations if the incidents recorded could be properly verified—E. J. 
DINGWALL. 


Miracle-Mongers and Their Methods: By Hovuptnr. E. P. Dutton & 

Co., N. Y., 1920. Pp. 240. 

This very clever magician has pride in his profession and has 
amassed a large collection of documents and articles historically related 
thereto. The fruits of his researches are in part set forth in “ The 
Unmasking of Robert Houdini,” which is a work of real value and in- 
terest. The present book is also one of research, setting forth the 
methods employed by past masters in the arts of handling fiery objects, 
swallowing swords, stones, etc. allowing reptiles to bite them, and ap- 
parently exercising superhuman strength. The material on the first 
and last mentioned themes is of value to psychical researchers, by way 
of teaching them to be on their guard, and giving the indications by 
which spurious claims of a sort may be recognized and discriminated 
from genuine claims, if such there are.—W. F. P. 


“Our Joe, or Why We Believe Our Brother Lives. By CuHartes S. 
Munpetit. Austin Publishing Co., Los Angeles, 1922. Pp. 215. 


The author of this book is a congregational clergyman, and it is 
largely devoted to purported messages from his brother Joe, who had 
been killed in an accident. The sittings were partly in the family 
circle and partly with public mediums. If the notes made of the 
first sittings of the latter class are at all accurate in the sense that the 
mediums made their statements as little assisted by the sitter as is in- 
dicated in the book, they seem, under the stated conditions, to have had 
a high evidential quality. It is the author’s failure to state when he 
made his notes and how complete they are which makes this proviso 
necessary. Of course the later sittings with other public mediums be- 
came more liable to the suspicion of leakage, though even these seem 
to contain striking statements which were quite new and evidential. 


The book has its defects of method but is well worth a respectful read- 
ing.—W. F. P. 
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Thy Brother Shall Rise Again. By Dororuy Pierce. The Christopher 

Publishing House, Boston, 1921. Pp. 151. Price $1.50 Net. 

This is another of the many volumes of communications through 
automatic writing describing the next world and its inhabitants. From 
the point of view of comparative psychology such productions are in- 
teresting in a way but they contain too much unverifiable matter to 
be of importance to the scientific man. As in other books of the kind 
the next world is portrayed as a kind of glorified earth where one can 
laze in beautiful gardens of flowers, inhale heavenly odors, and where 
the men may dispense with shaving since hair no longer grows on the 
face unless it is desired. In the introduction the authoress states that 
the purpose of the book is solely to add to the comfort of those who 
have lost their loved ones by assuring them of the unreality of death. 
The book contains however little evidence for survival and would 
therefore appeal more to the emotional mind than to the one which re- 
quires something more than unverifiable statements of conditions after 
death.—E. J. DINGWALL. 


The Future Life: Facts and Fancies. By F. B. Stockpatr. The Ab- 

ington Press, New York. 1921. Pp. III. 

“ The fallacy of ouija boards, and mediums * * * critical, convincing, 
constructive,” says the publisher’s announcement. 

One quotation will be enough to illustrate the “critical” and “ con- 
vincing ” quality: 

“Now also suppose that you could dissect a bird. * * * If your 
knife were sharp enough and your sight keen enough, you would find 
inside body a disposition. We call it the migratory instinct.” (104) 
—W. F. P. 


An Encyclopedia of Religions. By Maurice A. Canney, M.A. George 
Routledge & Sons, London, and E. P. Dutton & Co., New York. 1921. 
Pp. 397. 

The “ jacket” states that this book, by the Professor of Semitic 
languages in the University of Manchester, provides “ concise, accurate, 
and up-to-date information.” This may be, and very likely is, true re- 
garding other subjects, but if the reader depends upon what it says 
regarding those embraced in psychical research, it will prove a sorry 
guide; for he will be led into supposing that the exact and incontro- 
vertible explanation of every species of phenomena treated has been 
reached, which is far from being the case. If what is said is surely 
accurate, then the S. P. R. (which he treats respectfully, though seem- 
ingly unaware of the existence of the A. S. P. R.) might as well close its 
doors tomorrow. Unless it wishes to pile up proofs of telepathy, which 
he seems to regard as of unchallenged standing. 

Perhaps nothing more needs to be said than that the learned author 
shares the opinion of thousands of the unlearned that the late Thompson 
Jay Hudson is the supreme “ up-to-date ” authority on all matters with 
which psychical research deals. 

Of mediumistic phenomena [vide Spiritism] we are told that “ when 
carefully examined they can be explained without resorting to a belief 
in the return of spirits of the dead. T. J. Hudson claims,” etc. “ See T. 
J. Hudson.” As easy as that! 
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On Clairvoyance we read, “'T. J. Hudson says that... it is not 
impossible that, when the laws of telepathy are better understood, all 
so-called clairvoyant phenomena may be referred to that agency.” “See 
T. J. Hudson.” This should settle it. 

Clairaudience. “It is believed now that this [case of Socrates] and 
many other instances of the hearing of voices can be explained in the 
light of the modern study of psychic phenomena. ‘Socrates,’ says Mr. 
Hudson,” and then follows the familiar Hudsonian prattle about the sub- 
jective and objective mind. “See T. J. Hudson.” 

Crystal-gazing. “The phenomena may be explained as due to the 
working of the subconscious mind... See T. J. Hudson.” And that 
settles that. 

Duality of Mind. “ According to T. J. Hudson,” etc., throughout. 
“See T. J. Hudson,” and him only. 

Apparitions. “ We can hardly speak of ‘evidence’ for phantasms of 
the dead.” It must be an inadvertence that Hudson isn’t mentioned in 
this connection, for he seems to be Professor Canney’s almost sole 
authority in this field. Such confidence in infallibility is touching. 

The material on “Christian Science,” “Christian Scientists’ and 
“Science and Health,” including the pious fictions about Mrs. Eddy’s 
relations to Dr. Quimby, bears the now familiar marks of having been 
officially inspired. But there is no sign that the research officers of the 
S. P. R. were consulted on the subjects regarding which they are en- 
titled to speak, if anybody in the world is. For all these it sufficed to 
write “ T. J. Hudson says that,” etc. “See T. J. Hudson ”—The Law of 
Psychic Phenomena, date 1893! 

The climax is reached in taking all that is said in regard to the sub- 
conscious mind, under the heading of Duality of Mind, from Hudson, 
and naming this popular dogmatizer only as an authority, to the ex- 
clusion of the eminent psychologists and experimentalists who have pub- 
lished material on the subject. Incidentally, one wonders what the title 
is doing in an Encyclopedia of Religions, or, if it has a legitimate place 


there, why more titles belonging to normal and abnormal psychology are 
not also included.—W. F. P. 


Der Okkultismus im modernen Weltbild. Von Dr. T. K. OrsTErREIcH. 

Dresden; im Sibyllen-Verlag. 1921. Pp. 171. Price M.9.- 

As the author of this book says in his preface, psychical research is 
not popular in German academic circles. This is due mainly to the wave 
of materialistic “ science” which found expression in the Higher Criti- 
cism and the search for the historical Jesus. It was, however, one thing 
to examine critically the credentials of an ancient book containing ac- 
counts of the doings of remarkable men and quite another to attack evi- 
dence where all the witnesses can be cross examined and every detail 
sifted and scrutinized. The course to be adopted therefore was clear. 
It was to ignore all the evidence which tended to cast doubt upon pre- 
conceived theories and to ridicule those who thought that such a course 
was hardly in accordance with the best scientific traditions. 

In this volume Dr. Oesterreich examines anew both old and recent 
cases which have come within the purview of psychical researchers. He 
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begins with the case of Héléne Smith and discusses the origin and 
growth of the various personalities and the relation of the medium to 
the Martian cycle. He rightly concludes that in its principal aspects the 
case of Héléne Smith does not present any such riddles as that, for ex- 
ample, of Mrs. Piper, with whom he deals in the second chapter. After 
saying a few words on the cross-correspondences the author passes on 
to a consideration of the medium Eusapia Palladino. From the stand- 
point of the layman he thinks that the physical phenomena are more im- 
portant than those constituting the mental group, and it must be 
remembered that Continental investigators have done far more work in 
this direction than the English speaking peoples. Broadly speaking the 
author accepts the alleged facts of such phenomena as materialization 
and seeks to find light on the subject in comparing them to the more 
obscure phenomena of nature. In the sixth chapter Dr. Oesterreich 
attempts a short survey of Theosophical activities and discusses briefly 
the position of Dr. Rudolf Steiner in Germany. Of commanding per- 
sonality, this lecturer and writer has made thousands of converts es- 
pecially amongst those classes who are apt to make a superhuman of 
anybody who satisfies their emotional and artistic cravings. Anyone 
who has read his “ Threefold State,” or his outlines of occult science 
would know almost instinctively the class to which he belongs. The 
author states the main theories of Anthroposophy, the new name for 
Steiner’s theosophical cult. Few secrets of the world’s mystery are 
closed to Steiner’s clairvoyant vision. Vast submerged continents are 
well known to him, just as untravelled earth regions were to the won- 
drous H. P. B. Psychic powers are understood and controlled and no 
tests are given to inquirers who demand evidence. The way to clair- 
voyance lies through contemplation and the exercise of the spiritual 
faculties, but in occult “science” the power, once attained, must not be 
demonstrated. Indeed, as Dr. Oesterreich says, “the riddle as to why 
and for what reason he influences his adherents, why hundreds and 
thousands follow him and why a crowd of women travel about with him 
from place to place in order to hear him speak again and again is one 
not to be solved.” No solution is attempted in this book and the author 
has really little to give us in explanation of the popularity of occultism 
in modern times.—E. J. DINGWALL. 


Living Again. By Cuarits Reynoips Brown, Dean of Yale Divinity 
School. Harvard University Press, Cambridge. 1920. Pp. 58. 
This is a product of the Ingersoll lectureship on immortality, Harv- 

ard University, which was founded in 1803, and has brought forth pub- 

lished essays by William James, Benjamin Ide Wheeler, Josiah Royce, 

William Osler, and others. 

The author pays respect to psychical research, and thinks that its 
product should be attended to with an open mind. But, says he, “I am 
frank to say that in my own investigation of these claims, I have never 
seen with my own eyes or heard with my own ears what other men claim 
to have seen and heard.” We are not told how extensive his personal 
investigations have been, and the statement, though it may be weighty 
to him, has little value for others. Has he ever seen a case of multiple 
personality? Has he ever heard the African Pygmies sing? “I am 
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reluctant to credit the full report which some of them make.” This 
sentence does not weigh much, either, for any person of sense would 
say the same. 

He does not believe that his mother, if she communicated with him, 
“would seek out some dark, dingy room in the back parlor (sic) of a 
professional medium.” Well, if there is such a thing as communication 
from the dead, she would not, unless he frequented only such places, 
have to come in a “ room in the back parlor” or a dark room, or a dingy 
room, or to a professional. 

He thinks his mother, if she came to him, would come in “ church” 
or in his “study.” This demand ignores the whole theory, forced by 
the appearance of things, that some persons are so constituted as to be 
conductors of communications, while others are not. Supposing that 
she, when on earth, had desired to send him a telegram to let him know 
that she had survived a railway wreck; would she have declined to do so 
because the available telegraph office was dark and dingy, and she had 
to pay the operator? 

As Professor Brown carefully picks his medium and her surround- 
ings to make an unpleasing appearance, so he as unnecessarily chooses 
his sample “ message” with the view that it shall be banal. And he 


declares that nothing of permanent value on religion has been received. 
If this is true, he should, considering that many “ messages” teach the 
ethics of the pulpit with an equal fervor and mellifluence of diction, 
make his indictment broader in application. If he means that nothing 


new in religion is said, we are forced to remark that some of his col- 
leagues complain that novelties are taught, and to ask if he really makes 
it a condition that there should be a new revelation. One of the very 
sentences which he quotes as “trivial and commonplace,” namely “ Be 
good and love Jesus and he will bring you here ”—is it the Dean of a 
Divinity School who declares its teaching not of “ permanent value”? 
What of his own essay, which contains not a thought, not an affirmation, 
which has not been expressed repeatedly before? 

We are told that much which seemed to spiritualists proof of com- 
munication has been explained by psychology. Yes, and psychical re- 
search has done the most to explain these particular factors, and yet the 
problems which psychology has not explained, and shows no indication 
of explaining, loom up as before. 

The arguments adduced in favor of “living again” are the old 
familiar deductive ones. That most people want to live again, is one, 
that survival is demanded by the moral nature of man, is another. The 
Dean believes that he will survive death because he believes in God, and 
because Jesus said so. This is all, except for some picturesque and 
moving stories. We have no fault to find with all this, as religion, and 
even as philosophy, but it is not science. What the book has to say 
about psychical research is plaintively ineffective—W. F. P. 


From the Unconscious to the Conscious. By Dr. Gustave GELEY. 
Harper and Brothers. Undated. Pp. xxvii+327. 

_ Dr. Geley has succeeded in adapting anew the philosophy of the 

Unconscious of Hartmann and Schopenhauer. No longer does the Un- 

conscious appear to him as the limitless ocean out of which the Will 
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breaks loose by illusion and through error, and to which everything 
comes back. Thanks to the perpetual pouring of the Conscious into the 
Unconscious, the fundamental psychism, represented in the individual 
and in the universe, tends toward omni-consciousness through the 
gradual acquirement of consciousness. The sufferings of beings are 
no longer chastisement for their swerving from the Unconscious, but the 
actual stamp of an imperfection which is steadily diminishing and the 
disappearance of which can be apprehended. Therefore the ethics is: 
optimism. 

The structure of the book is two-fold: The first part is critical; it 
passes from negation to affirmation on the most complex questions of 
natural evolution and psychology. The second part is a de rerum 
natura unfolding the process of evolution in the individual and in the 
universe, and stating the ethical conclusion. 

The wonderful steadfastness of this book as far as systematic 
treatment is concerned cannot be praised too much. Logical strictness 
binds every part to the whole. Amid the facts which have helped 
the author to build up his notion of the Unconscious, the mediumistic 
materializations have been determinant and conclusive. (The English 
edition backs up this opinion by strengthening the text with photo- 
graphical documents which the French original lacks.) His experiences 
lead him to the affirmation of a fundamental psychism, and this he does 
without laying aside any experimental scientific teaching. This psychism 
is creative and unconscious. 

Perhaps some readers will be amazed when they notice how little 
we learn from the manner in which this universal vital energy acts 
and expresses itself, despite the writer’s relentless summons to the Un- 
conscious. As for the Conscious, it manifests deficiencies only, which 
are deemed to be beneficial, as they force the Unconscious to repeat 
its experiences that are supposed to be transmuted into faculties. Not 
even from the writer’s own standpoint are the Unconscious and the Con- 
scious defined terms. Despite his exceptional ability for systematic 
synthesis, Geley does not penetrate his chief objects by deep, revealing 
soundings; he relies on those of Schopenhauer. His own method is 
descriptive. There are such things as professional mental deformations; 
I wonder if there is not one here. A physician makes the best of the 
constitution of his patients, which is presented in the form ot poay and 
soul; but he does not question the essence of these objects. This, how- 
ever, is the very task of the philosopher. 

As regards the Unconscious, Geley champions the thesis maintained 
by Carl du Prel and based by Myers on firm documentary proofs. The 
work of these scientists has been to affirm the existence of the Un- 
conscious rather than to determine it. Lately Brown (in the Br. Jour. 
of Psych.) termed—quite rightly indeed—the Unconscious as described 
by Myers a deus ex machina. This is true for Geley’s essay; just as 
soon as it is invoked, the Unconscious settles every point. In the field 
of experimental science, the affirmation of a fundamental psychism 
is well-nigh worth while. But in psychology, though we vet know lit- 
tle, compared with experimental science, the deficiencies of this knowl- 
edge of the Unconscious appear in full light. The chapter (p. 242) in 
which general psychology is interpreted “by the new ideas ” is obsolete, 
despite the general teaching. Psycho-analysis, which after all has 
surprised the Unconscious in the very act of operating in individual 
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psychology, is absolutely unknown, so it seems. “ Hysteria is caused 
by a want of harmony between the constituting principles of the in- 
dividual group, and the lack of subordination to the central direction 
of the Self.” such a sentence, written a quarter of a century after 
Freud’s first paper on hysteria, is of the same kind as Aristotle’s 
nature abhors a vacuum, taken as an experimental proposition. 

Turning to the Unconscious, we find it given up, if not committed, 
to psycho-physiological paralielism (cells or thoughts, p. 229). It re- 
minded us of Lucretius, who, having treated of physical atoms in his 
first two books, went on explaining living beings by suddenly calling 
the atoms “ vitalia ”—vital units. This is the way of all materialists. 
Geley does not assimilate cells and thoughts to each other, but sticks 
to their parallelism (which, philosophically speaking, is but little dif- 
ferent, as philosophy deals with differences in quality and not in 
quantity). In Geley’s developments exception is made in favor of the 
Unconscious generally; when general psychism is spoken of, a close 
inspection shows that consciousness is practically omitted. But if we 
understand consciousness in general psychism—a strict right of ours— 
we come to many impossibilities. For example, how can we account 
for the commonplace fact of physical heredity and psychological non- 
heredity? Further, palingenesis can be claimed for the psychology of 
individuals, but no longer for their bodies. Except for the same cir- 
cumstances producing different effects, the parallelism cannot be main- 
tained. Our contention is that it is a definite mistake positively to dis- 
tinguish Conscious from Unconscious in psychology: there is no gap 
between the two—for Geley it is merely falling into representation in 
time and space, from which Unconscious is free. Thus the largely 
verbal distinction between Inspiration and Intuition vanishes, and the 
brain is only the very important cerebral center (not mental) where 
actions are regulated, thus keeping spirit in contact with reality (Berg- 
son). Taking Geley’s ideas as they stand, evolution will practically 
come to organic adequation to ali the possibilities of matter. 

He who is acquainted with Bergson’s philosophy will notice how 
frequently Geley’s critics open a straight path to the Bergsonian teach- 
ings. There was to be an open settlement of their points of agreement 
and disagreement. Geley devotes a special chapter to Bergson’s evolu- 
tionist theory—in other words, to “Creative Evolution.” He accepts 
cheerfully the élan vital, which is his dynamo-psychism itself, but only 
as a notion, for he rejects the Bergsonian conception (comparison with 
fire-works). Intuition charged with incapability is handled roughly. 
The distinction between man and animal—justified by Bergson through 
a comparative study of the essence of instinct and conscious intelligence 
—is absolutely barred. Stating problems is one thing; solving them is 
another. One cannot do justice to Bergson’s theories if one leaves 
aside the crticism from which they evolved. Strange tho it appears, 
Geley, criticizing Bergson’s evolutive theory, seems not to have known 
his anterior critical work, but through the vulgarization books of Le 
Rov and Gillouin. It is then difficult, if not impossible, for him to 
understand Intuition. We believe that Bergson’s criticism of psycho- 
physiological parallelism is the most powerful light thrown on conscious 
psvchology in modern times. Tf M. Gelev knows the paper he wrote on 
“The Brain and Thought,” I wonder how he can believe that this 
theory is an intuitive one “not deduced from the facts and not de- 
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monstrable.” If Conscious is parallel to Physical, the failure of the 
most elaborate psychological tests, compared with those of other ex- 
perimental sciences, is a mystery. But understanding the brain as cor- 
responding to thought, only in respect to action, the facts are elucidated. 

Queerly enough does Geley accuse Bergson of having systematically 
neglected the Unconscious. One may wonder if it does not become 
here a question of definition of words, when one thinks about Intui- 
tion—a cognitive way of the mind—contrasted with intelligence, or about 
the free act being one which expresses the whole history of an in- 
dividual. (What else than the Unconscious has this history at its 
disposition?) Unconscious plays in Geley’s book the part of that ether 
which used to stuff the hollow joints of physical formulas before Ein- 
stein. Bergson, in the depths of consciousness, relentless seeks it under 
its most diverse conscious forms, and anybody might have proof by 
taking any book of Bergson’s and noting all the passages in which he 
might have let out the great word, Unconscious. Bergson has been 
elected president of the Society for Psychical Research in London. This 
was in 1913, and the address he read on this occasion shows him to be 
far from ignoring the field of Unconsciousness and Subconsciousness. 
Faithful to the essential task and tradition of philosophy, he actually 
endeavored to bring out these facts to the light of consciousness; but 
he was not satisfied with perpetual invocations to Unconscious only. 

In brief, Geley has chiefly tended to a philosophical conception of 
the facts of natural science, based on the characteristic acts of supernal 
physiology. The relative failure of his attempt in systematic psy- 
chology is well accounted for by the Bergsonian essential distinction 
between experimental science (matter—necessity—penetrated by in- 
telligence) and the sciences of the mind (dealing with Spirit—es- 
sentially free—known by an act of Intuition). Though a true term, 
we believe, the dynamo-psychism is the precise knot of the prob- 
lem. Philosophy would be very glad to get a little insight into what 
this hyphen between dynamo and psychism represents—at least a few 
suggestions. Geley revised Schopenhauer’s philosophy; he saluted the 
élan vital (vital surge) as the very Creative Unconscious itself. Berg- 
son sees the vital surge acting as fireworks which ceaselessly produce 
divergent effects. Geley’s conception could be faithfully compared 
to a stream in which, as animated billows, individuals appear, dis- 
appear, and appear again, in a perpetual progression forward. For 
Bergson, who started from psychological introspection, the vital surge 
is attempting to use the essential determinism of Matter in favor of 
the essential freedom of Spirit. Geley’s Unconscious, conditioning 
the Conscious, which conditions it in its turn, advances toward total 
consciousness. We deem of little importance the divergence between 
these two philosophers in secondary questions, when contrasted with 
their agreement on the essence of the Being. There will be a pos- 
sibilitv of fitting the theories to each other. Great credit is due 
Geley as well when he systematically elaborates the data of ex- 
perimental science as in his excellent refutation of the frequently 
gross materialism of so-called scientific philosophy—Mc. DENKINGER. 


The Menace of Spiritualism. By Extttorr O’DonneE tt. Frederick A. 
Stokes Co., New York, 1920. Pp. xii+206. 


The author of this book has long enjoyed a reputation in England 
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as a narrator of occult experiences of a peculiarly fascinating and 
terrifying character. In the present volume Mr. O'Donnell attempts 
to criticize the doctrine and practice of Spiritualism from the Chris- 
tian standpoint, whilst at the same time embellishing his arguments 
with copious references to fraud and to the foolishness of certain 
prominent English psychical researchers. In many ways it is a pity 
that the author has not a fuller acquaintance with the material with 
which he deals. The differences between the professing Christian and 
Spiritualist are certainly of sufficient interest to warrant a careful 
and scholarly comparison being attempted, but in the volume before 
us the author has not succeeded in giving us such a survey. Popular 
in conception, the book treats its theme in rather too light a fashion 
to be generally acceptable, and the introduction by Father Bernard 
Vaughan (whose information always appears to be derived from sources 
not open to ordinary mortals) does little to encourage the reader in 
his perusal of the pages that follow. Like all persons who have had 
but small acquaintance with automatic phenomena, Mr. O’Donnell ap- 
pears to confuse the products of the subliminal consciousness with those 
elements which might conceivably possess a supernormal origin. It 
is true that the majority of those persons usually called spiritualists 
habitually fail to make any distinction and accept all the products 
of automatic action as messages from the unseen world. That is, 
however, no reason why Mr. O’Donnell should fall into the same errors 
and supplement his mistakes by assuming that psychical researchers 
attribute any importance to what must, at any rate at present, be wholly 
unverifiable matter. Both the author and Father Vaughan insist on the 
dangers of impersonation and obsession in spiritualistic séances and the 
alleged existence of these two evils constitute to a great extent the 
menace of Spiritualism. Whatever we may think of these opinions our- 
selves, it is probable that Mr. O’Donnell has exaggerated their im- 
portance, and thev are meant to frighten the ignorant rather than to add 
to existing knowledge. 

In a note by the author which precedes the introduction it is said 
that the views propounded in this volume apply to Spiritualism only 
and not to Psychical Research. The investigation of psychical phe- 
nomena by competent persons is, he thinks, justifiable, especially when 
investigation is directed to spontaneous phenomena such as those oc- 
curing in haunted houses and the like. We are glad that Mr. O’Donnell 
is willing to permit scientific inauiries being conducted without the 
warning that investigations of this matter are likely to be a menace 
to the Christian faith and have evil effects upon the intellect and char- 
acter of those undertaking the researches.—E. J. DINGWALL. 
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